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FOREWORD

One of my highest priorities and a very central aspect of Conne cicut's
Chanel) e: An Agenda for Educational E uity and Excellence is the
implementation of the statewide mastery testing program in mathematics and
language arts, including listening, reading and writing, for grades four, six,

and eight. The testing program is designed to assess specific skill levels of
students by measuring performance on various learning objectives that students
reasonably can be expected to have mastered by the end of grades three, five,
and seven.

The results of the Connecticut Mastery Test are useful in evaluating:

o individual student performance in mathematics and language arts;

o the effectiveness of instructional programs in mathematics and
language arts; and

o the effectiveness of the remedial assistance programs in mathematics
and :anguage arts.

The Grade Eight Connecticut Mastery Test, given for the first time in the fall
of 1986, provides valuable educational information which can be used to
improve instruction and the basic skills of Connecticut's students. The test

results have helped local districts to re-examine curriculum and to identify
students who have not mastered certain skills.

I encourage you to carefully review the mastery test results provided at the
student, classroom and district levels. The Department is prepared to assist
local school districts in the areas of curriculum and professional development.

Gerald N. Tirozzi
Commissioner of Education
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LEGISLATIVE BACKGROUND

In June 1984, the General Assembly of the State of Connecticut amended Section
10-14 m-r of the Connecticut General Statutes, an act concerning Education
Evaluation and Remedial Assistance (EERA). This law provides that:

o By May 1, 1985, each local or regional board of education shall
develop and submit for State Board of Education approval, a new plan
of educational evaluation and remedial assistance. Each plan is to
address the following:

o the use of student assessment results for instructional
improvement;

o the identification of individual students in need of remedial
assistance in language arts/reading, and mathematics;

o the provision of remedial assistance to students with identified
needs; and

o the evaluation of the effectiveness of the instructional
programs in language arts/reading, and mathematics.

o The State Board of Education shall administer an annual statewide
mastery test in language arts/reading, and mathematics to all
fourth-, sixth-, and eighth-grade students.

o Each student who scores below the statewide remedial standard on one
or more parts of the eighth-grade mastery examination or the ninth
grade proficiency test shall be retested. Starting in October 1987,
these students shall be retested annually, using the eighth-grade
mastery test, only in the deficient area(s) until such students score
at or above the statewide remedial standard(s).

o Biennially, each local or regional board of education shall submit to
the State Board of Education a report which includes indicators of
student achievement and instructional improvement.

o On a regularly 'cheduled basis, the State Board of Education shall
complete field assessments of the implementation of local EERA plans.

o On an annual basis, test results and low income data shall be used to
determine the distribution of available state funds to support
remedial assistance programs.

The purpose of this report is to summarize the development and
implementation of the eighth-grade Connecticut Mastery Test. The mastery test
assesses how well each student is performing on those skills identified by
content experts and practicing educators as important for students entering
eighth grade to have mastered.

-1-
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OVERVIEW OF THE MASTERY TEST DEVELOIMENT PROCESS

In the spring of 1984, the Connecticut General Assembly amended the Education
Evaluation and Remedial Assistance (SERA) legislation to authorize the
creation of mastery tests in the basic skill areas 'of mathematics and language
arts, including listening, reading and writing skills. The tests were to be
established for grades 4, 6, and 8.

The goals of the mastery testing program are:

o earlier identification of students needing remedial education;
o testing a more comprehensive range of academic skills;
o setting high expectations and standards for student achievement;
o more useful test achievement iaformation about students, schools and

districts;
o improved assessment of suitable equal educational opportunities; and
o continual monitoring of students in grades 4, 6, and 8.

The type of test that best addresses these goals is a criterion-referenced
test. Criterion-referenced tests are designed to assess the specific skill
levels of students. Such tests usually cover relatively small units of
content. Their scores have meaning in terms of what the student knows or can
do. Test results are used to identify the areas of strengths and weaknesses
of each student.

Test Construction

The development of the eighth-grade criterion-referenced mastery test required
the formation of seven statewide advisory committees. These included the
Mathematics and Language Arts Committees, the Psychometrics Committee, the
Bias Committee, the Mastery Test Implementation Advisory Committee, and two

standard-setting committees, one for mathematics and one for language arts.
These committees were comprised of representatives from throughout the state.
Members were selected for their area of expertise. Approximately 150
Connecticut educators participated on the mastery test committees which met
over 80 times over an 18-month period (see Acknowledgements, p. vii).

Beginning in the spring of 1985, content committees in both language arts
and mathematics participated in each stage of the test development process,
including assisting the State Department of Education in the selection of the
Psychological Corporation as its test contractor. First, the content
committees reviewed the curriculum materials prevalent throughout the state
and the scope of the national tests in use in Connecticut at the respective
grade levels. Additional resources included the Connecticut curriculum guides
in mathematics and language.arts, developed in 1981, as well as the results of
recent Connecticut Assessment of Educational Progress (CAEP) assessments in
mathematics and language arts. Next, the committees identified sets of
preliminary mathematics and language arts objectives which reflected existing
curriculum materials and the goals of the mastery testing program. The
content committees defined an objective as an operationalized learning outcome
that was fairly narrow and clearly defined.



Four criteria we' used in identifying the appropriate learning outcomes
or test objectives and in selecting specific test items to be included on the
Grade 8 Connecticut Mastery Test. To have been considered for use, test
objectives and items must have been:

(1) significant and important;

(2) developmentally appropriate;
(3) reasonable for most students to achieve; and
(4) generally representative of what is taught in Connecticut schools.

Once the objectives were identified, item specifications and/or sample
items were written. Ittm specifications are written descriptions of the types

and forms of test items that assess an objective. They also prescribe the
types of answer choices that can be used with each item.

After the test specifications were written and agreed upon, the test
contractor wrote items and response choices for each of the objectives. The

items were then reviewed by the content committees. Items which met the
criteria of the test specifications and received the approval of the content
committees were considered for the pilot test. Before testing, the Bias
Committee reviewed each item for potential adverse discrimination of gender,
race or ethnicity in the language or format of the question or response
choices. After their review was completed, the pilot test forms were
constructed. Over 1600 customized Connecticut items were included in the
October 1985 Grade 8 pilot test in language arts and mathematics.

The Psychometrics Committee provided advice concerning other aspects of
the pilot test including the sampling design, statistical bias analysis, the
design of item specifications, and pilot test administration procedures. The

recommendations proposed by the Psychometrics Committee were reviewed and
endorsed by the Mastery Test Implementation Advisory Committee.

Pilot Tests

After the items had been reviewed, twelve test forms (six is mathematics, and
six in language arts) were piloted for the Grade 8 test. The purpose of
several pilot test forms was to enscre that enough test items were included to
construct three comparable test forms from the pilot test results.

Over 8,000 Grade 8 students participated in the October 1985 pilot test.
In January 1986, the pilot test results were made available to Connecticut
State Department of Education (CSDE) staff. The process of selecting items to
construct three comparable test forms began by the Bias Committee examining
the pilot test statistics of each item for potential bias. As a result, some
items were.eliminated from the item pool. From the remaining items, test
forms were constructed to be equivalent in conte.tt and difficulty at both the

objective and total test levels.
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Once the items were sorted on this basis, the test contractor prepared
three complete forms of the mathematics test and two complete forms of the
language arts test. Thiele forms were approved by the content committees.
Each form was created to be equal in difficulty and test length. A taird
language arts test will be constructed after a few additional items are
piloted as part of a future test administration. The psychometric procedures
used to construct these test forms focus erimarily on the use of the
one-parameter latent trait model.

Survey

In October 1985, a survey of preliminary Grade 8 mastery test objectives was
sent to over 4,000 Connecticut educators. The purpose of the survey was to
determine (1) the importance of the proposed mathematics and reading/language
arts objectives; and (2) whether the objectives were taLght prior to the fall
of grade 8. Approximately a 45% response rate was achieved which included
approximately one-third of the respondents representing urt-a school
districts. Thirty-six out of the thirty-seven original objectives were judged
to be important learning skills or outcomes.

Mastery Test Content

Mathematics. The Mathematics Committee recommended a Grade 8
mathematics test that assessed thirty-six (36) specific objectives in four
domains: (1) Conceptual Understanding; (2) Computatioual Skills; (3) Problem
Solving/Applications; and (4) Measurement/Geometry. There are four test items
per objective for a total of 144 items on the mathematics test. A detailed
list of domains and objectives is given in Appendix A (p. 19).

Language Arts. The Language Arts committee recommended a 111 item
Grade 8 language arts test that cover- two domains: Reading/Listening, and
Writing/Study Skills. The eleven (11) objectives recommended by the Language
Arts Committee are presented in Appendix B (p. 23).

The general content area of Reading/Listenim consisted of narrative,
expository, and perauasive passages on a variety of topics measuring a
student's ability in: (1) Literal Comprehension; (2) Inferential or
Interpretive Comprehension; and (3) Critical or Evaluative Comprehension.
Audiotapes were used to assess students' listening comprehension ability in:
(1) Literal Comprehension and (2) Inferential and Evaluative Comprehension.
The Degrees.of Reading Power (DRP) test was als:.1 used to assess reading. The
)1tRP test included eleven (1]) passages and seventy-seven (77) test items. It
vas designed to measure a student's ability to underst nonfiction English
prose at different levels of reading ability.

-4- 12



The general content area of Writing/Study Skills consisted of three
components. First, there was a holistic writing sample where writing skills
were directly assessed. Each student was asked to write a composition on a
designated topic. Writing was then judged on a student's demonstrated ability
to convey information in a coherent and organized fashion. Second, the
mechanics of good writing, which was defined as (1) Capitalization and
Punctuation, (2) Spelling, (3) Agreement, and (4) Tone was assessed in a
multiple choice format. Third, Study Skills were assessed through Locating
Information and Notetaking/Outlining. Locating Information (Schedules, Maps,
Index and Reference Use) measured a student's ability to find and use
information from the sources listed. Notetaking and Outlining tested a
student's ability to take notes and report information as well as complete
missing outline information. A detailed list of objectives and number of
items per objective is given in Appendix B (p. 23).

SETTING MASTERY STANDARDS BY OBJECTIVE

The essence of the Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) is the establishment of a
specific mastery standard that accurately reflects students' knowledge and
competency on each objective. The mastery test incorporates appropriate and
challenging expectations for Connecticut public school students. The goal of
the (MT Program is for each student to achieve mastery of all objectives. The
objectives being tested ware identified as appropriate and reasonable for
students at each of the grades tested. These tests are designed to measure a
student's performance against these specific objectives.

The process of establishing the mastery standards by objective used a
statistical method that required two decisiofts to be operationalized. The
first decision defined a student who mastered a particular skill as one who
had a 95% chance of correctly answering each item within the objective. The
second decision was that the specific standard for each objective would
identify 99% of the students who mastered the skill. For example, literal
reading comprehension is measured by 8 questions. By applying the two
decision rules stated above to a binomial distribution table, a student is
identified as mastering the skill if he/she gets at least 6 of the 8 items
correct.

The mastery standards are as follows:

o In mathematics, for each of the 36 objectives, a student must answer
correctly at least 3 out of 4 items.

o In language arts, for the eleven multiple choice objectives with
varying numbers of items, a student must answer correctly the
following number of items:

-5-
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WRITING MECHANICS
(1) Capitalization & Punctuation
(2) Spelling
(3) Agreement
(4) Tone

STUDY SKILLS
(5) Locating Information
(6) Notetaking and Outlining

LISTENING COMPREHENSION
(7) Literal
(8) Inferential & Evaluative

READING COMPREHENSION
(9) Literal

(10) Inferential
(11) Evaluative

# ITEMS CORRECT
FOR MASTERY

9 out of 12
6 out of 8

11 out of 15
3 out of 4

9 out of 12
3 out of 4

3 out of 4

12 out of 16

6 out of 8

10 out of 14
10 out of 14

No mastery levels were set for the two holistic language arts measures,
the Degrees of Reading Power (DRP) test and the Writing Sample, since these
measures are not composed of objectives against which mastery could be
assessed.

Setting Remedial (Grant) Standards

The Psychometrics Committee also considered alternative ways to set standards
for grant and remedial purposes. Section 10-14 m-r of the CT General Statutes
requires that the Connecticut State Board of Education establish statewide
standards for remedial assistance in order to meet two responsibilities:

to identify and monitor the progress of students in need, of remedial
assistance in language arts/reading and mathematics as part of the
EERA field assessments; and

to distribute EERA funds based on the number of needy students
statewide, as well as for use in the Chapter 2 and Priority School
District Grants.

The Psychometrics Committee advised setting the standards by the number of
items correct because of important technical considerations in equating test
forms. The committee conducted lengthy deliberations over the technical
feasibility of establishing standards by the number of objectives passed but
felt there were significant obstacles which could not be overcome.
Standard-setting committees in mathematics and language arts/reading were
convened in March 1986 to determine the grant/remedial standards. The
standard-setting committees recommended the following remedial standards:

14
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1. In mathematics, a student who answers fewer than 78 of the 144 items
(54%) correctly is required to receive further diagnosis by the local
school district and, if necessary, to be provided with remedial
assistance.

2. In reading, a student whose Degrees of Readirg Power (DRP) unit score
is lower than 55 is required to receive furtber diagnosis and, if
necessary, to be provided with remedial assistance.

3. In writing, a student receiving a total holistic score less than 4 is
required to receive further diagnosis by the local school district
and, if necessary, to be provided with remedial assistance.

The recommendations of the Psychometrics Committee and the
Standard-Setting Committees were reviewed by the Mastery Test Implementation
Advisory Committee in March 1)86. The Mastery Test Implementation Advisory
Committee (MTIAC) endorsed the procedures used to establish the remedial
standards with the clarification that the remedial standards should be
considered broad indicators of student achievement and need. The
criterion- referenced test is a valuable diagnostic tool used to help districts
identify students in need of remedial assistance, to target State Department
of Education resources to those students most in need, and to provide useful
information to local school districts for improving their curriculum and
instructional programs. The MTIAC felt strongly that the data generated by
the State Department of Education should not be used to compare performance
among districts.

The mastery and remedial standards were adopted, as recommended, by the
State Board of Education on June 4, 1986. For a detailed explanation of the
remedial standard-setting process, see Appendix C (p. 25).

TEST ADMINISTRATION AND SC(11NG

Test sessions were conducted by local school district staff under the
supervision of local test coordinators who had been trained by staff of the
Department and The Psychological Corporation. A student who took all subtests
participated in approximately eight hours of testing.

The Grade 8 Mastery Test schedule allowed for three weeks of testing
(including make-ups). This allowed local districts as much latitude as
possible in adapting test administration to local conditions, in meeting
students' needs, and in accommodating religious holidays that Occur during
testing. Local plans for administration of the Grade 8 Mastery Test were
acceptable if the following guidelines were met for all students:

-7-
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Testing Guidelines: Grade 8 Connecticut Mastery Test

a) The writing sample MUST occur on Tuesday, September 23, 1986.
b) Other testing must occur sometime between September 22

and October 3, 1986, with make-up testing during the week of
Odtober 6-10.

c) All eighth graders in -a district must be tested on the same schedule.
d) Testing must occur during the regular school day in a regular

classroom setting.
e) No more than two (2) testing sessions may be administered in one day

with at least a fiftee minute break between testing sessions (e.g.,
two a.m. sessions or one a.m. session and one p.m. session).

f) Make -up sessions MUST conclude by Fridcy, October 10, 1986.
Conditions "d" and "e" above must also hold for all make-up sessions.

The Grade 8 Connecticut Mastery Test had eight testing sessions.

Mathematics I (60 minutes)
Mathematics II (60 minutes)
Mathematics III (60 minutes)
Writing Sample (45 minutes)
Degrees of Reading Power (70 minutes)
Reading Comprehension (60 minutes)
Listening Comprehension (45 minutes)
Writing Mechanics/Study Skills (60 minutes)

At the conclusion of the make-up testing period, answer booklets were
returned to National Computer Systems (NCS) of Iowa City, Iowa for optical
scanning and scoring, and then organized in preparation for holistic scoring
workshops.

Scoring of the Language Arts and Mathematics Test

The mathematics and language arts multiple-choice tests were machine-scored by
NCS. Mathematics scores were reported for the total test as well as for
mastery by each objective. Likewise, language arts scores were reported for
the total test as well as for mastery of each objective.

Scoring of the Writing Sample

The writing sample was scored by Connecticut elementary teachers using a
technique known as the holistic scoring method. Holistic scoring is an
impressionistic and quick scoring process that rates written products on the
basis of their overall quality. It relies upon the scorers' trained
understanding of the general features that determine distinct levels of
achievement on a scale appropriate to the group of writing pieces being
evaluated.

1 6
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The major assumption upon which holistic scoring is based is that the
quality of a piece of writing should be js,dged on its overall success as a
whole presentation, rather than on the quality of its component parts.
Contributing to the rationale underlying holistic scoring is evidence that:
(1) no aspect of writing skill can really be judged independently; (2)
teachers can recognize and agree upon good writing when they see it regardless
of how they describe writing ability; and (3) teachers will rate pieces of
writing in much the same way regardless of any discrepant views they might
hold about how particular components of writing should be weighed.

The procedure for holistic scoring is specific to the complete set of
writing samples on a given topic that a group of scorers have been asked to
evaluate. That is, the scoring scale is based on the range of ability
reflected in the particular set of writing samples being assessed.

Preparation for scoring. Prior to the. training/scoring sessions, a
committee consisting of Connecticut State iTartment of Education (CSDE)
consultants, representatives of the language arts committee and other language
arts specialists, two Chief Readers and project staff from Measurement Inc. of
Durham, North Carolina, met and read a substantial number of essays drawn from
the total pool of essays to be scored. Approximately 60 essays were selected
to serve as "range-finders" or "marker papers," representing the range of
achieveient demonstrated in the total set of papers. Copies of those
range finders served as training papers during the scoring workshops which
followed. Each range-finder paper was assigned a score according to a
four-point scale, where 1 represented a poor paper and 4 represented a
superior paper.

Scoring workshops. During the month of November, eight holistic scoring
workshops were held in two different locations in the state. Attendance at
the grade eight scoring workshops totaled 210 teachers. A Chief Reader and
two aesistaLts were present at every workshop in addition to representatives
of the CSDE. Each workshop consisted of a training session and a scoring
session.

The general procedure for a training session is described below.

o Each training paper (range-finder) was studied in turn and
trial-scored by all scorers. Scoring judgments were independent,
quick, immediate, and were based on the scorer's overall impression
of the paper. No fractional potats on the score scale (1-4) were
permissible.

o After all scorers had scored the first four training papers, their
judgments were compared to the score assigned during the
range - finding process. Any discrepancies were discussed. Through
repeated discussions on succeeding training papers, scorers came to
identify and internalize those features of written composition that
distinguish the papers along the established range. This "holistic"
process obviates the need to articulate explicitly the specific
criteria that separate one score point from the next.

1(



o Scorers were "calibrated" by ascertaining that they were making
judgments consistent with one another and with the Chief Reader.
Discussions about papers continued until agreement was reached on the

scores of the training papers.

Once scorers were calibrated, actual scoring of the writing exercises
occurred. Each paper was read independently by two different scorers; that
is, the second reader did not see the score assigned by the first reader. The
Chief Reader was responsible for adjudicating any disagreement of more than
one point between the judgments of the two scorers as well as any score in
combination with a zero score. In other words, discrepancies of one point
between scores (e.g., 4 and 3, 1 and 2, 2 and 3) were acceptable, but larger
discrepancies (e.g., 2 and 4, 3 and 1, 1 and 4) had to be resolved by the

Chief Reader. Once a paper was assigned two non-discrepant scores, the two
scores would be summed to produce the final score for each student. The

possible scale of summed scores ranged from a low of 2 to a high of 8.

Understanding the holistic scores. Examples of actual student papers

which are representative of the scoring range will assist the reader in
understanding the statewide standard set for writing and interpreting the test

results. Sample papers representing four different holistic scores are
presented in Appendix D (p. 31). Note that the process of summing the scores
assigned by the two readers expands the .,coring scale to account for

"borderline" papers. A paper which receives a 4 from both scorers (for a
total score of 8) is likely to be better than a paper to which one reader
assigns a 4 and another reader assigns a 3 (for a total score of 7). In

addition, it should be emphasized that each of the score points represents a
range of student papers--some 4 papers are better than others.

A score of zero (0) was assigned to student papers in certain cases. A
score of 0 indicates that a paper is not scorable and, therefore, that the
student's writing skills remain to be assessed. The cases in which a score of

0 was assigned were as follows:

o responses merely repeated the assignment;

o illegible responses;

o blank responses;

o responses in languages other than English;

o responses that failed to address the assigned topic in any way; and/or

o responses that were too brief to score accurately, but whici.
demonstrated no signs of serious writing problems (for example, a
response by a student who wrote the essay first on scratch paper and
who failed to get very much of it recopied).

18
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Both readers had to agree that a paper deserved a zero before this score
was assigned. If the two readers disagreed, the Chief Reader arbitrated the
discrepancy. Papers which were assigned a score of zero were not included in
summary reports of test results.

Analytic Scoring

All papers receivirg holistic scores below the remedial standard also received
analytic scoring in five categories (traits): focus, organization, support/
elaboration, mechanics and sentence formation. Analytic scoring is a
thorough, trait-by-trait analysis of those components of a writing sample that
are considered important to any piece of writing in any context. This scoring
procedure can provide a comprehensive picture of a student's writing
performance if enough traits are analyzed. It can identify those traits that
make a piece of writing effective or ineffective. However, the traits need to
be explicit and well defined so that the raters understand and agree upon the
basis for making judgments about the writing sample. The analytic rating
guide and sample marker papers for the analytic scoring are presented in
Appendix E (p. 41).

Scoring of the Degrees of Reading Power (DRP) Test

The scores reported are in DRP unit. scores. These scores identify the
difficulty or readability level of prose that a student can read with
comprehension. This makes it possible to match the difficulty of written
materials with student ability. These scores can be better interpreted by
referring to the readability levels of some general reading materials as shown
below:

o Elementary textbooks (grades 7-9) - 54-65 DRP Units

o Personality Section - teen magazines - 55 DRP Units

o Adult General Interest Magazines - fiction - 60 DRP Units

A much more extensive list of reading materials is contained and rated in
the booklet Readability Report, Seventh Edition, published by The College
Board.

The conversion between DRP unit scores and raw scores can be made from the
tabled values in The College Board's Degrees of Reading Power Form PB Series
CoLversion Tables, effective March, 1985.

SCHOOL DISTRICT ZEST RESULTS REPORTING

The CMT school district reports are designed to provide useful and
comprehensive test achievement information about students, schools and
districts. Four standard test reports are generated to assist teachers,
principaRs, superintendents and parents to understand and use
criterion - referenced test results. Appendix F (p. 47) presents samples of the
school district and parent/student diagnostic score reports.
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FALL 1986 STATEWIDE MASTERY TEST RESULTS

The Grade Eight Connecticut Mastery Test provides a comprehensive report card
on how students perform on specific skills that Connecticut educators feel are
important at the beginning of eighth grade. The mastery test is
instructionally useful since it identifies areas of weakness, as well as areas
of strength.

Mathematics

In mathematics,,eighth graders mastered an average of 23.7 objectives of the
36 tested, or 65.8 percent. The state's goal is that all students master
every objective, or 100 percent. Chart 1 (p. 13) illustrates that, statewide,
students demonstrated strong scores in the areas of basic computational skills
(such as multiplication/division with whole numbers and addition/subtraction
with whole numbers and decimals); rounding of whole numbers; and computing
with calculators. However, students did not perform as well on items that
assess computational skills with fractions and mixed numbers; measurement; and
solving process problems involving the organization of data.

A total of 35 percent of the students mastered 29 or more objectives on
the mathematics test, and 4 percent mastered all 36 objectives (see
Appendix G, p. 61).

Students getting fewer than 78 questions correct on the 144-question
mathematics section (177.) were identified as needing further diagnosis and
possible remedial instruction.

Language Arts

In language arts, eighth grade students averaged 7.5 objectives of the eleven
tested, or 68.2 percent. The state's goal is that all students master every
objective, or 100 percent. Chart 2 (p. 14) illustrates that while students
did reasonably well on writing mechanics and on study skills, significant
weaknesses were found in higher order inferential and evaluative reading
comprehension and literal listening comprehension. A total of 48 percent of
the students mastered nine or more objectives on the language arts test, which
includes writing and reading skills, and 21 percent of the students mastered
all eleven objectives (see Appendix G, p. 61).

In writing, eighth grade students averaged 5.0 points on a scale of 2
through 8. The state's goal is that all students be able to produce an
organized, well-supported piece of writing, that is, a score of 7 or 8.
Chart 3 (p. 15) illustrates that 20 percent of the students produced an
organized, well-supported piece of writing (a 7 or an 8 score), and an
additional 39 percent produced a paper which is senerally well organized (a 5
or a 6 score). Another large group, 25 percent, scored a 4, which is defined
as a "minimally proficient piece of writing." A total of 17 percent of the
students scored a 2 or a 3, which is below the remedial standard.
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WRITING SAMPLE:
AVERAGE HOUSTIC SCORE
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This bar chart illustrates the
average holistic writing score
of students, statewide.

This bar chart illustrates the distribution of students who received east 7olistic writing
score, statewide. Holistic writing scores are Interpreted as follows: a student who
scores 7 or 8 has produced a paper which Is well written with developed suppor-
tive detail; a student who scores 5 or 6 has prodmed a paper which Is generally
well organized with supportive detail: a student who scores 4 is minimally profi-
dent; and a student who scores 2 or 3 is in noed of further diagnosis and possible
remedial assistance.

Chart 3
Writing Sample: Percent of Students at Each Score Point
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DEGREES OF READING
POWER* (DRP)s :

AVERAGE DRP
UNIT SCORE

This bar chart illustrates the
average DRP unit score of stu
dents, statewide.
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This bar chart Illustrates the distribution of students, statewide, scoring in each
of three Degrees of Reading Power (DRP) score categories. DRP score categories
are Interpreted as follows: a student who scores 62 DRP units or above can read,
with high comprehension, materials which are typically used at grade 8 or above;
a student who scores 55.61 units can read, with high comprehension, materials
which are typically used below grade 8 but above the Remedial Standard; and a
student who scores 54 DRP units or below is In need of further diagnosis and pos-
sible remedial assistance.

Chart 4
Degrees of Reading Power (DRP): Percent of Students
At Selected Renges of DRP Unit Scores

25



In reading (Degrees of Reading Power Test), eighth grade students
averaged 61 DRP units on a scale of 15 through 99. The state's goal is that
all students be able to read with high comprehension materials typically used
at the eighth grade or above, that is, at least 62 on the DRP scale. Chart 4
(p, 16) illustrates that 57 percent of the students scored at least 62 on the
reading section, 16 percent scored between 55 and 61, and 27 percent scored
below 55, which is the remedial standard. The average score of 61 suggests
that Connecticut eighth graders typically can read, with high comprehension,
materials normally used up to grade 8.

Test Results by District

Appendix H (p. 65) and Appendix I (p. 81) present 1 listing of the mathematics
and language arts test results, respectively, for Connecticut school
districts. Sch-,,1 districts are listed alphabetically, followed by regional
school districts. The Type of Community (TOC) designation in the second
column indicates the group with which each district or school has been
classified. A definition of the TOC classifications is provided in Appendix J
(p. 89).

Because the most valid comparisons for district scores are longitudinal
within each district, the State Department of Education advises against making
school district comparisons. The following caution should also L, noted:

o It is not appropriate or meaningful to sum across the different tests
and subtests because of differences in test length, mastery, and
remedial standards. These comparisons are inappropriate since it is
impossible to identify, solely on the basis of the above information,
how the average student has performed in the districts being
compared. Average scores and standard deviations provide more
appropriate comparative information on how well the average student is
performing, although many factors may affect the comparability of
these statistics as well.

Participation Rate Results

Appendix K (p. 91) presents the number of eighth-grade students in each
district and the percents of students who participated in the grade eight
mastery testing during the Fall 1986 statewide administration. The
alphabetical listing of districts provides the following information for each
district:

Column 1
Column 2

Column 3
Column 4
Columns 5-8

The name of the district.
The total eighth-grade population at the start of mastery
testing.

The number of students eligible for testing.
The percent of total population exempted from testing.
The percent of eligible students tested in each content
area.

The results in Appendix K illustrate that participation rates by school
district on the eighth - grade CRT were quite high, with only a few exceptions.
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Grade Eight Mathematics Objectives

The 36 objectives of the eighth grade mathematics test are listed below. There are
four test items for each objective.

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS (44)

1. Order fractions.

2. Order decimals.

3. Round whole numbers.

4. Round decimals to the nearest whole number, tenth, and hundredth.

5. Multiply and divide whole numbers and decimals by by 10, 100, and 1000.

6. Identify fractions, decimals, and percents from pictorial representations.

7. Convert fractions to decimals and vice versa.

8. Convert fractions and decimals to percents and vice versa.

9. Identify points on number lines, scales, and grids.

10. Identify ratios and fractional parts from given data.

11. Identify an appropriate procedure for making estimates with decimals and
fractions.

COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS (40)

12. Add and subtract whole numbers less than 10,000.

13. Multiply and divide 2- and 3-digit whole numbers by 1- and 2-digit numbers.

14. Add and subtract decimals (to hundredths) in horizontal form.

15. Identify the correct placement of the decimal point in multiplication and
division of decimals.

16. Add and subtract fractions and mixed numbers.

17. Multiply fractions and mixed numbers.

18. Determine the percent of a number.

19. Estimate sums and differences of whole numbers and decimals including
making change.

20. Estimate products and quotients of whole numbers and decimals.

21. Estimate fractional parts and percents of whole umbers and money amounts.
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PROBLEM SOLVING/APPLICATIONS (with calculation available) (40)

22. Compute sums, differences, products, and quotients using a calculator.

23. Interpret graphs, tables and charts.

24. Solve 1- and 2-step problems involving whole numbers and decimals
including averaging.

25. Solve 1- and 2-step problems involving fractions.

26. Solve problems involving measurement.

27. Salve problems involving elementary probability.

28. Estimate a reasonable answer to a given problem.

29. Solve problems with extraneous information.

30. Identify needed information in problem situations.

31. Solve process problems involving the organization of data.

MEASUREMENT /GEOMETRY (20)

32. Identify figures using geometric terms.

33. Measure and determine perimeters and areas.

34. Estimate lengths, areas, volumes, and angle measures.

35. Select appropriate metric or customary units and measures.

36. Make measurement conversions within systems.

Performance on all 36 math objectives are reported at the student, classroom,
school, district and state levels.

(#) Number of items for each content area.

29
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Grade Eight Language Arts Objectives

There are eleven language arts objectives and two holistic measures, one for
reading and one for writing, within the eighth grade language arts test.

Writing Mechanics (39)

1. Capitalization and Punctuation (12)
2. Spelling (8)
3. Agreement (15)
4. Tone (4)

Study

5. Locating Information (12)
6. Notetaking and Outlining (4)

Listening Comprehension (20)

7. Literal (4)
8. Inferential & Evaluative (16)

Reading Comprehension (36)

9. Literal (8)
10. Inferential (14)
11. Evaluative (14)

Degrees of Reading Power (77)

Writing Sample (1)

Holistic scoring provided for all students. Analytic scoring
provided for students who score below the remedial standard of 4
(on a scale of 2-8).

Performance on all eleven Language Arts objectives, the Degrees of Reading
Power, and. the Writing Sample is reported at the student, classroom, school,
district and state levels.

(#)Number of items for each content area or objective.
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Remedial (Grant) Standard-Setting Process

Background

There are several acceptable strategies for setting standards on
criterion-referenced tests. Each of the proposed methods has one or more
unique characteristics. One common element to the various methods is that
they all offer to the individuals who are setting the standards some process
which reduces the arbitrariness of the resulting standard. Different methods
accomplish this in different ways. All methods systematize the standard-
setting process so that the result accurately reflects the collective informed
judgment of those setting the standard.

Types of Standard-Setting Methods

Standard-setting methods can generally be categorized into three types: test
question review, individual performance review and group performance review.
Test question review methods specify a procedure for standard setters to

'-------e-zeutil-re-Gash-tes..t.4111.ation and make a judgment about that question. For
example, standard setters 'MigfiE- be asked to rate the difficulty or the
importance of each question. These judgments are then combined mathematically
to produce a standard. Individual performance review methods also require
standard setters to make judgments, but the judgments are made on the basis of
examining data that indicate how well individual students perform on test
items. These data may be based on actual pilot test results or projected
results using mathematical theories. In this method, additional student
information, such as grades, may also be used to inform the standard setters.
Group performance review methods provide for judgments to be made based on the
performance of a reference group of students. That is, standard setters
review the group performance and make a determination where the standard
should be set based on the group results.

Selection of a Standard-Setting Method

Several factors affect the choice of a particular standard-setting method.
The type of test is one consideration. For example, some methods are only
appropriate for multiple choice questions or for single correct answer
questions while other methods are more flexible. For example, time
constraints are a consideration if student performance data are necessary. In

this case, a pilot test must be conducted and the test results must be
analyzed prior to setting the standards. Another consideration is the
relative importance of the decisions that will be made on the basis of the
standard. For example, a classroom test affecting only a few students would
not require as stringent a procedure as would a statewide test determining
whether a student is allowed to graduate from high school. Other relevant
factors include the number of test items, permanence of the standard, purpose
of the test, and the extent of available financial and other resources to
support the standard-setting process.
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On February 4, 1985, the Mastery Test Psychometrics Committee met to consider
the issue of standard-setting procedures and voted unanimously to approve the
following proposal.

A PROPOSAL FOR SETTING THE REMEDIAL STANDARDS ON THE CONNECTICUT MLSTERY TESTS

1. Two standard-setting committees will be created: one for mathematics and
one for reading and writing..

2. This description of a minimally proficient student will be given to each
of the committees:

Imagine a student who is just proficient enough in reading, writing,
or mathematics to successfully participate in his/her regular
eighth-grade coursework.

3.A In mathematics, an adaptation of the Angoff procedure will be used. The
committee will be provided with each item appearing on one form of the
mathematics test. The committee will be given the following directions:

Consider a group of 100 of these students who are just proficient
enough to be successful in regular eighth-grade coursework. How many
of them would be expected to correctly answer each of the questions.

The committee will rate each item. The committee will then be given the
opportunity to discuss their rating of each item. Sample pilot data will
be presented. Committee members will be given the opportunity to adjust
their item ratings. The item ratings will then be ave-...aged in accordance
with the Angoff procedure in order to produce a recommended test standard.

3.B In reading, the committee will review and discuss each passage of the
Degrees of Reading Power (DRP) test. Student performance data will be
presented. The committee will consider the reading difficulty that should
be expected of a student at the grade level being tested. The committee
members will identify the passage that has the appropriate level of
reading difficulty consistent with the above description of a minimally
proficient student.

3.0 In writing, the committee will read four sample essays. These essays will
have been prescored holistically (on a scale from 2 to 8) in order to rank
the quality of the essays. Committee members will classify essays into
one of three categories: 1) definitely NOT proficient, 2) borderline, and
3) definitely proficient. These classifications will be discussed in
light of the holistic scores. The committee will then classify
approximately twenty-five additional essays. The essay ratings will be
discussed in the same manner as the original four essays. When all essays
have been discussed, the essays which fell in the borderline category will
be focused upon to determine the standard. The committee will determine
where among the borderline essays, the standard should be established.

4. The standards recommended in step 3 will be presented to the Mastery Test
Implementation Advisory Committee for discussion and action.
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Connecticut's Strategy

Several steps were employed to create an acceptable and valid test standard
for Connecticut tests. Initially, a separate standard-setting committee was
convened for each test on which standards are to be set. Individuals were
chosen to serve as members on the committee on the basis of their familiarity
with the area being assessed and the nature of the examinees. One source of

such members is the test content committees related to the project. For
example, members of the Mathematics Committee were represented on the
committee setting standards for the mathematics mastery test.

The actual procedures used to set standards were an adaptation of a method
proposed by William Angoff (1970). This test question review method required
members of a standard-setting committee to estimate the probability that a
question would be correctly answered by examinees who possess no more than the
minimally acceptable knowledge or skill in the areas being assessed. Standard
setters then reviewed pilot test data for sample items as further evidence of
the appropriateness of the judgments being made. The original probability
estimates assigned to each test question were reviewed and adjustments made by
the standard setters. The final individual item probabilities were summed to
yield a suggested test standard for each member of the committee. The

suggested standards were averaged across members of the committee to produce
the recommended test standard.

The recommended test standard was presented
Implementation Advisory Committee and the State

In mid- March, Mathematics and Language Arts
met to set the remedial standards for the Grade
following information summarized the results of
activities conducted by CSDE staff:

to the Mastery Test
Board of Education.

Standard-Setting Committees
Eight Mastery Test. The
the standard-setting

I. Mathematics (144 item test)

Using the procedures previously outlined, the standard setters rated each item
and considered the pilot data. Committee members discussed items and were
given the opportunity to adjust their initial ratings. The final ratings were
averaged to produce a remedial standard. It is recommended that a raw score
of 79 be the remedial mathematics standard. Below is a summary of the ratings.

Procedure 1! Judges Range % Mean % Correct Raw Score

Angoff 20 25.7-67.7 54

II. Reading (Degrees of Reading Power, 77 item test)

78

Standard setters used two procedures to establish a remedial reading
standard. First, they examined the passages in the Degrees of Reading Power
(DRP) test, asking themselves which passage is too difficult for the student
who is just proficient enough to successfully participate in eighth-grade
coursework. Discussion occurred throughout this selection process.



Second, they examined textbooks which are typically used in grades 7 and 8
and selected those textbooks which a minimally proficient student would not be
expected to read in order to successfully participate in eighth -grade
coursework. Discussion occurred throughout this selection process.

The average readability values of the selected passages and textbooks and
the pilot test data were then revealed to the standard setters. The standard
setters discussed the readability values and the pilot test data and
recommended the DRP unit score of 55 as the remedial standard. The standard
was accepted by the State Board of Education at the 80% comprehension level.
Below is a summary of the ratings.

Readability Recommended
Procedure # Judges Range Remedial Standard

A. Test Passage Review 26 53-62 DRP Units

B. Textbook Review 26 48-60 DRP Units

III. Writing (45 minute writing sample)

55 DRP Units

Using the procedure previously outlined, standard setters read and rated 21
essays written to a persuasive prompt and 21 essays written to an expository
prompt. After discussions and final ratings, the holistic scores for the
papers were revealed to the group. The committee then discussed the
appropriate remedial writing standard in light of the degree to which their
ratings matched the holistic scores. It was the recommendation of the
committee that a holistic writing score )f 4 be used as the remedial writing
standard. Below is a summary of the ratings.

PERSUASIVE PROMPT
Rating After Discussion

Holistic

Score

Definitely
NOT Proficient Borderline

Definitely
Proficient

2 100% 0% 0%

3 69% 0% 31%
4 27% 1% 72%
5 0% 0% 100%
6 6% 0% 94%
7 1% 0% 99%
8 0% 0% 100%

EXPOSITORY PROMPT
Rating After Discussion

Holistic
Score

Definitely
NOT Proficient Borderline

Definitely
Proficient

2 100% 0% 0%
3 99% 0% 1%
4 17% 1% 82%
5 22% 0% 78%
6 0% 0% 100%
7 0% 0% 100%
8 0% 0% 100%
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LANGUAGE ARTS STANDARD-SETTING COMMITTEE

Dell Britt, Newtown Public Schools
Fred Brucoli, New London Public Schools
'Patricia Dobson, Stafford Public Schools
Donald Falcetti, Litchfield Public Schools
Bill Farr; Bolton Public Schools
James Foley, Waterbury Public Schools
Dorothy French, Litchfield Public Schools
Marguerite Fuller, Bridgeport Public Schools
Sara Godek, Stafford Public Schools
Nina Grecenko, Newtown Public Schools
Mary, Haylon, Hartford Public Schools
Karen Karcheski, Danbury Public Schools
Jean Klein, Newtown Public Schools
Mark Kristoff, New London Public Schools
Thomas Lane, Old Saybrook Public Schools
Lucretia Leaves,. Hartford Public Schools
Edward Moore, Danbury Public Schools
Mary Murray, Putnam Public Schools
Dick Nelson, Old Saybrook Public Schools
Olive S. Niles, East Hartford Public Schools
Anne L. Rash, Bolton Public Schools
Bernice Wagge, Waterbury Public Schools
Mary Wilson, Hartford Public Schools
Barbara Zamagni, Putnam Public Schools
Robe*- ;Cinder, CT State Department of Education
Mary Weinland, CT State Department of Education

MATHEMATICS STANDARD-SETTING COMMITTEE

Barbara Bailey, New Haven Public Schools
Pat Banning, Windham Public Schools
George Caouette, Manchester Public Schools
Pearl Caouette, Manchester Public Schools
Tony Ditrio, Norwalk Public Schools
Don Flis, West Hartford Public Schools
Marian Frascino, Norwalk Public Schools
Charles Framularo, Bridgeport Public Schools
Sheryl Hershonick, New Haven Public Schools
Mable McCarthy, Middletown Public Schools
Michele Nahas, Windham Public Schools
Judy Narveson, Farmington Public Schools
Mary Ann Papa, West Hartford Public Schools
Jim Pinto, Bloomfield Public Schools
Helen Prescitt, Ashford Public Schools
Dolores Vecchiarelli, Westport Public Schools
Sylvia Webb, Middletown Public Schools
Frank Whittaker, Bridgeport Public Schools
Betsy Carter, CT State Department of Education
Steve Leinwand, CT State Department of Education
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CONNECTICUT MASTERY TEST GRADE II WRITING SAMPLE
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Sent, Point; I

There is cies: Lwidence this t:udent saw the prompt: however. the response is a
'discussion of an election. There is no support of a single candidate.
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Score Point: 1

This response is an attempt to respond to the task. but there

is no sustained discourse. It reads like an outline of a speech.

Additional clarification or some transitional linking it needed

for a nigher score.
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Score Point: 2

Although this paper has no more information than the previous

paper, it has the needed transitions which create sustained

discourse.
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CONNECTICUT MASTERY TEST GRADE WRITING SAMPLE
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Score Point: 2

This response has a number of points. Most are vague, but

give his hardest and a late bus have some clarification.

43



boo

.3
4 \

CONNECTICUT MASTERY TEST GRADE

Score Point

WRITING SAMPLE 11111121RE

There are a number otc poaints. citligvibl:nictlecajoLanflag!i:b !:31s,lebaltirl
e the lisA:4e1 !weds

enhances
deiail;* for 4

istrt.geariv,tEllisr!ItipefiLic:r: i2
hLiner sco . r-nr lilll K eI.ukcii to 0 o wit'ria7t- riiii--.e . He will

LiLic, hie 54. in Someone nd4- ell.9r+
0 . u n ir 4frn hte lIth cA- ii- is SG veior A e u.,Ill 10

-1-i ,y1 -or s .1 Onii 3" . rI.1_
c; PM t71 el fl d POO

. . -I 0 , +1 a .0.

.1i _kr- evPrsjoriP h ke ever
. , , .... , - . hi 7 ,

1 4 A F.0 I 1 S. I 0 I a I
, a r L. I - e 4 I

I like ,Cool- ha/1ft C I d CII:,
r2r4,4 elf., .

fi PI Ott ST)r 1- 4/*1 e a t7r)yeyj
h ,pp 'JOU Ay 4.1-61-e- A t.,ii ccor Erknnl concill

, I ill .,. 1e.
(ultra a rejq r-I0 ;173 rto p0 ) u.,i4-4. arier.5,
flinLa I & tiP 1S kJ o-te d h e to; // ne74- 6-e 04 4
4-n ritai nip WM A P 0 a.9ir,74,....rspek iipicr

ipr, Or r n r i v sy ,1 brs nr- ., I- 4.9 ri
la g;ltr.r.t.. or 11,-,,4 e Ifit,s. -4-4, liar,
i I I s . - N II I /

il e Ca 0 4 o -1.-1,k+
_ k

S-0 fr. on r n s f I
IA . I . .

I

44

r

CONNECTICUT MASTERY TEST GRADE 8 WRITING SAMPLE

.c

I lbozoAl :-.1.2._ to..c 9. _ cs.st. t kt, Q te -q,m.c.

k Is. kK.\ C.-r-,M\ C-: \ 4._ ?C. 0 ci.N\.) .

... C V . ) ' 7:\

o capfZ:S. \cl. .

..-. C\ .0 0 .4C:>C\ V,1\e cr. C..- 2,..tti jCt1 ca S l_<..C.OSS ct.,)lky? .T,k:!,

enr ,..:k1,-. se:A..., . C.X.,ik csc...

, cre.`c.. \-4 cA,_ c,.c. 1,:,,s
s .. \ . -- A k cs . 1k 4.,

,it. -ki.Cry. A es. CN.. If\ ALO. 4,.... .-\. ec.ek\k-I.,"
\ 4-, se,\, 1,4 \ AP.-.1 t tri7c,a IIA) 0..1 OM_ %1N, \)(111./.A.. -ki Si

\,f c,S Irc\)1.2b... N .-...-\ z,11), a 1 1t( 11A %A1 cks
-\\AA Vco.,,J, \ C\ LO C \ n c<CJC, ,z,t,..) 4-1-

c4CAS 4 c. P -N. r.:,\U ...5

1: ' c ccc c-

-k...c .\ hit_ own,..,(0 Scing,I.
k -L.

I C. .

N.0 %.,. A ,..c \N:lw.? k,x,_ 4 -L tckc_1( bp r.,.\\ 1-k 01

sc., -A-hc..-k Q.s...c-V. pc-Act. P,N 't. <Aloe 2 Its
. ,c:. 9,...).41,3\9_ . 11. 'iS acsk.oA iq,,c:&)s.

Q.-0... ,..\ -)...,..,f -V, -Q t-Nt__.

o ksz._,

Score Point: 3

This is a low 3. It is one main point--solve problems. This point has
additional supportinc detail. The response is fluent ad controlled
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Score Point: 3

This response has a number of points. Clarifirartnn,
i. repetitious. There is some additional supporting details, and

the response is controlled.
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o , 1 bp Opin .

This response has numerous points -- some are clarified and

some hate supporting detail. It is a "3" because of the list-like

quality, the repetition, and the lack of overall' control.
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Score Point: 4

This response has a number of points, several of which have

additional supporting derail. 7.* response is organized and conrrolled.
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APPENDIX E

Analytic Rating Guide and Marker Papers for Analytic Scoring



GRADE EIGHT ANALYTIC RATING GUIDE

FOCUS: How effectively does the writer unify the paper by a dominant topic?

1 = switches and/or drifts frequently from the dominant topic
2 = switches and/or drifts somewhat from the dominant topic
3 = stays on topic throughout the response

ORGANIZATION: Is there a plan that clearly
beginning to the end of the response and is

1 = no discernible plan
2 = inferable plan and/or discernible

present

3 = controlled, logical sequence with a clear plan

governs the sequence from the
the plan effectively signaled?

sequence; some signals may be

SUPPORT /ELABORATION: To what extent is the narrative developed by details
that describe and explain the narrative elements (character, action, and
setting)?

1 = vague or sketchy details that add little to the clarity of the
response or specific details but too few to be called list-like

2 = details that are clear and specific but are list-like, or uneven, or
not developed

3 = well-developed details that enhance the clarity of the response

- SENTENCE FORMATION: Are sentences correctly formed?

1 = many run-ons, "on-and -ons," fragments, and/or awkward
constructions - -may cause confusion

2 = some run-ons, "on-and -ons," fragments, and/or awkward
constructions - -may cause confusion

3 = few errors and/or awkward constructions - -no confusion

MECHANICS: To what extent does the student use the conventions of standard
written English (e.g. spelling, usage, capitalization, punctuation)?

1 = many errors
2 = some errors
3 = few errors
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CONNECTICUT MASTERY TEST GRADE I WRITING SAMPLE
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Focus: 3

Organization: 2

Support/Elaboration: 1

Sentence Formation: 1

Mechanics: 2
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APPENDIX F

Sample Grade Eight Mastery Test Score Reports

o Class Diagnostic Report
- Mathematics

o School by Class Report
- Mathematics

o District by School Report
- Mathematics

o Class Diagnostic Report
- Language Arts

o School by Class Report
- Language Arty,

o District by School Report
- Language Arts

o Parent/Student Diagnostic Report
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CT T STI c ; CLASS DIAGNOSTIC REPORT

GRADE 8 FORM A

TESTING DATE
NUMBER OF STUDENTS TESTED:

NUMBER OF STUDENTS NEEDING
FURTHER DIAGNOSIS

IN MATHEMATICS:

MATHEMATICS OBJECTIVES TESTED

MASTERY
CRITERIA
# OF ITEMS
CORRECT

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS
1. ORDER FRACTIONS
2. ORDER DECIMALS
3. ROUND WHOLE NUMBERS
4. ROUND DECIMALS
5. MULT/DIV WHOLE ti'S & DEC. BY 10, 100, 1000
8. IDENTIFY FRACTIONS, DEC., %'S FROM PICTURES
7. CONVERT FRACTIONS DECIMALS
8. CONVERT FRACTIONS/DECIMALS PERCENTS
9. IDENTIFY PTS. ON NUMBER LINES, SCALES, GRIDS

10. IDENTIFY RATIOS AND FRACTIONAL PARTS
11. IDENTIFY PROCEDURE FOR FRAC/DEC. ESTIMATION

COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS
12. ADD AND SUBTRACT WHOLE NUMBERS
13. MULTIPLY AND DIVIDE WHOLE NUMBERS
14. ADD AND SUBTRACT CECIMALS
15. ID CORRECT DECIMAL P T IN PROD/QUOT OF DECIMALS
18. ADD/SUIr:LACT FRACTIONS AND MIXED NUMBERS
17. MULTIPLY FRACTIONS AND MIXED NUMBERS
18. DETERMINE PERCENT OF A NUMBER
19. ESTIMATE SUUS/DIFFS. OF WHOLE #'S AND DECIMALS
20. ESTIMATE PRCOMUOT OF WHOLE ti'S AND DECIMALS
21, ESTIMATE FRACTIONAL PARTS/%'S OF WHOLE IrS

3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF

3 OF 4

3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
SOF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

SEE MATHEMATICS PART 2 FOR OBJECTIVES 22-36 AND SUMMARY TOTALS.

MATHEMATICS PART 1 OF 2

PAGE

NUMBER/PERCENT
OF STUDENTS

MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

CLASS SCHOOL DISTRICT

/ %

INDICATES A SCO;S. BELOW THE REMEDIAL STANDARD.
THIS STUDENT MUST RECE..E FURTHER DIAGNOSIS.

COPYRIGHT 0 MS BY CONNECTICUT STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.
PRINTED IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.



0 CLASS DIAGNOS TIC REPORT MATHEMATICS PART 2 OF2

GRADE 8 FORM A

TESTING DATE:
NUMBER OF STUDENTS TESTED:

NUMBER OF STUDENTS NEEDING
FURTHER DIAGNOSIS

IN MATHEMATICS:

PAGE

NUMBER/PERCENT
OF STUDENTS

MASTERING EACH OBJECTWE
MASTCRY
CRITERIA
7,, OF
CORRECTS

CLASS SCHOOL DISTRICT

MATHEMATICS OBJECTIVES TESTED
. /2/2_

PROBLEM SOLVING/APPLICATIONS
22. ADD/SUBTRAULT/DIV WITH A CALCULATOR
23. INTERPRET GRAPHS, TABLES AND CHARTS
24. SOLVE 1-AND 2-STEP PROBSWHOLE WS & DEC.
25. SOLVE 1-AND 2-STEP PROBLEMS - FRACTIONS
28. SOLVE PROBLEMS INVOLVING MEASUREMENT
27. SOLVE PROBS. INVOLVING ELEM. PROBABILITY
28. ESTIMATE A REASONABLE ANSWER
29. SOLVE PROBLEMS WITH EXTRANEOUS INFORMATION
30. IDENTIFY NEEDED INFORMATION IN PROBLEMS
31. SOLVE PROCESS PROBLEMS - ORGANIZING DATA

MEASUREMENT/GEOMETRY
32. IDENTIFY FIGURES USING GEOMETRIC TERMS
33. MEASURE AND DETERMINE PERIMETERS AND AREAS
34. ESTIMATE LENGTWAREANOLUME/ANGLE MEASURE
35. SELECT APPROPRIATE METRIC/CUSTOMARY UNIT
38. MAKE MEASUREMENT CONVERSIONS W/IN SYSTEMS

3 OF 4

3 OF 4
2 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4

TOTAL NUMBEI OF OBJECTIVES MASTERED
AVERAGE il OF OBJECTIVES MASTERED

NUMBER OF ITEMS CORRECT NUMBER/PERCENT OF STUDENTS
BELOW REMEDIAL STANDARD

MATHEMATICS REMEDIAL STANDARD 78 OF 144

INDICATES A SCORE BELOW THE REMEDIAL STANDARD
THIS STUDENT MUST RECEIVE FURTHER DIAGNOSIS.

COPYRIGHT 0 1986 BY CONNECTICUT STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.
PRINTED IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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ONNECTICUT MASTERY ES IN PROGRAM SCHOOL BY CLASS REPORT
MATHEMATICS PART 1 OF 2

GRADE 8 FORM A

TESTING DATE:

SCORES INDICATE NUMBER/PERCENT OF
STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

PAGE

SCHOOL DISTRICT

NUMBER OF STUDENTS TESTED

MATHEMATICS OBJECTIVES TESTED MASTERY
CRITERIA #1 ' #/ % #/ % # / % #1 % # / % #1 % 111 % # / % # / %

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS
1. ORDER FRACTIONS
L. ORDER DECIMALS
3. ROUND WHOLE NUMBERS
4. ROUND DECIMALS
5. MULT/DIV WHOLE #'S & DEC. BY 10, 100, 1000
8. IDENTIFY FRACTIONS. DEC.. WS FROM PICTURES
7. CONVERT FRACTIONS - DECIMALS
8. CONVERT FRACTIONS/DECIMALS - PERCENTS
9. IDENTIFY PTS. ON NUMBER LINES. SCALES. GRIDS
10. IDENTIFY RATIOS AND FRACTIONAL PARTS
11. IDENTIFY PROCEDURE FOR FRAC/DEC. ESTIMATION

COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS
12. ADD AND SUBTRACT WHOLE NUMBERS
13. MULTIPLY AND DIVIDE WHOLE NUMBERS
14. ADD AND SUBTRACT DECIMALS
15. ID CORRECT DECIMAL PT IN PROD/QUOT OF DECIMALS
16. ADD/SUBTRACT FRACTIONS AND MIXED NUMBERS
17. MULTIPLY FRACTIONS MD MIXED NUMBERS
18. DETERMINE PERCENT OF A NUMBER
19. ESTIMATE SUMS/DIFFS. OF WHOLE srs AND DECIMALS
20. ESTIMATE PROD/QUOT OF WHOLE IT'S AND DECIMALS
21. ESTIMATE FRACTIONAL PARTS/WS OF WHOLE #'S

. ;;ILLASirWgiidali

3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4

'4' RiNklm,k642.44.twAiiitgalltai'aiellagear.. tar ,-- f

SEE MATHEMA "CS PART 2 FOR OBJECTIVES 22-36 AND SUMMARY TOTALS.

'REMEDIAL STANDARD IS 78 OF 144 ITEMS CORRECT COPYRIGHT ID 1986 BY CONNEG i CUT STATE BOARD OF 8 'LIGATION ALL RIGHTS RESERVED PRINTED IN THE U SA

01SCA3
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SCHOOL BY CLASS REPORT
HE TICS PART 2 OF 2

GRADE 8 FORM A

TESTING DATE

SCCRES INDIC kTE NUMBER/PERCENT OF
STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

PAGE

SCHOOL DISTRICT

HU:ABER OF STUDENTS TESTED

MATHEMATICS OBJECTIVES TESTED MASTERY
CR i TER iA

3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4

3 OF 4

3 CF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

# / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # 1 % # 1 %

PROBLEM SOLVING/APPUCATIOHS
22. ADD/SUBT/MULT/DIV WITH A CALCULATOR
23. INTERPRET GRAPHS, TABLES AND CHARTS
24. SOLVE I- AND 2STEP PROBS-WHOLE #5 & DEC.
25. SOLVE 1- AND 2STEP PROBLEMS - FRACTIONS
28. SOLVE PROBLEMS INVOLVING MEASUREMENT
27. SOLVE PROBS. INVOLVING ELEM. PROBABILITY
28. ESTIMATE A REASONABLE ANSWER
28. SOLVE PROBLEMS WITH EXTRANEOUS INFORMATION
30. IDENTIFY NEEDED INFORMATION IN PROBLEMS
31. SOLVE PROCESS PROBLEMS - ORGANIZING DATA

MEASUREMENT/GEOMETRY .

32. IDENTIFY FIGURES USING GEOMETRIC TERMS
33. MEASURE AND DETERMINE PERIMETERS AND AREAS
34. ESTIMATE LENGTWAREANOLUME/ANGLE MEASURE
35. SELECT APPROPRIATE METRIC/CUSTOMARY UNIT
38. MAKE MEASUREMENT CONVERSIONS WAN SYSTEMS

AVERAGE NUMBER OF OBJECTIVES MASTERED

NumBEFuPERc;NT OF STUDENTS BELOW HE REMEDIAL STANDARD*

*REMEDIAL STANDARD IS 78 OF 11.1 ITEMS CORRICT
COPYRIGHT T 1988 BY CONNECTICUT STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED PRINTED IN THE U.SA
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CONNECTICUT MASTERY TESTING PROGRAM DISTRICT BY SCHOOL REPORT MATHEMATICS PART 1 OF 2

GRADE 8 FORM A

TESTING DATE:

SCORES INDICATE NUMBER/PERCENT OF
STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

PAGE

DISTRICT

NUMBER OF STUDENTS TESTED

MATHEMATICS OBJECTIVES TESTED MASTERY
CRITERIA

# / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / %

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS
I. ORDER FRACTIONS
2. ORDER DECIMALS
3. ROUND WHOLE NUMBERS
4. ROUND DECIMALS
5. MULT/DIVWHOLE #'S & DEC. BY 10, 100, 1000
6. IDENTIFY FRACTIONS. DEC.. %'S FROM PICTURES
7. CONVERT FRACTIONS - DECIMALS
8. CONVERT FRACTIONS/DECIMALS - PERCENTS
9. IDENTIFY PTS. ON NUMBER LINES, SCALES. GRIDS
10. IDENTIFY RATIOS AND FRACTIONAL PARTS
II. IDENTIFY PROCEDURE FOR FRAC/DEC. ESTIMATION

COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS
12. ADD AND SUBTRACT WHOLE NUMBERS
13. MULTIPLY AND DIVIDE WHOLE NUMBERS
14. ADD AND SUBTRACT DECIMALS
15. ID CORRECT DECIMAL PT PROD/QUOT DECIMALS
16. ADD/SUB:RACT FRACTIONS AND MIXED NUMBERS
17. MULTIPLY FRACTIONS AND MIXED NUMBERS
18. DETERMINE PERCENT OF A NUMBER
19. ESTIMATE SUMS/DIFFS. OF WHOLE #'S AND DECIMALS
20. ESTIMATE PROD/QUOT OF WHOLE #'S AND DECIMALS
21. ESTIMATE FRACTIONAL PARTS/%'S OF WHOLE IrS

3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

AC.4.1Wei..:.:.11.1.?...:-Cir.1...-. .-Y,'it... i.:7:' ;*:::::' 4.t.....:1'..2.. ge.....-' ''.. -.Latiia-lirtr&iltiAda...7:6'..4-';,4.t.iSil[iPit'Xiii:Va.7..i;.:Zia4th'...il..aCii/.:11.2kt.t.'

TOTALS.

:T; iii,"..:4C1..1..V1.6.41?4,4....K.-4.

SEE MATHEMATICS PART 2 FOR OBJECTIVES 22-36 AND SUMMARY

'REMEDIAL STANDARD IS 78 OF 144 ITEMS CORRECT COPYRIGHT 0 198$ BY CONNECTICUT STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED PRINTED IN THE U.SA.
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DISTRICT BY SCHOOL REPORT
MATHEMATICS PART 2 OF 2

GRADE 8 FORM A

TESTING DATE

SCORES INDICATE NUMBER/PERCENT OF
STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

PAGE

DISTRICT

NWABER OF STUDENTS TESTED

MATHEMATICS OBJECTIVES TESTED TERYMAS
CRITERIA

# / % # / % # / % If / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / %

PROBLEM SOLVING/APPUCAYIONS
22. ADD/SUBT/MULT/DIV WITH A CALCULATOR
23. INTERPRET GRAPHS. TABLES AND CHARTS
24. SOLVE 1- AND 2-STEP PROBS -WHOLE #5 & DEC.
25. SOLVE I- AND 2-STEP PROBLEMS - FRACTIONS
28. SOLVE PROBLEMS INVOLVING MFASUREMENT
27. SOLVE PROBS. INVOLVING ELEM. PROBABILITY
29. ESTIMATE A REASONABLE ANSWER
29. SOLVE PROBLEMS WITH EXTRANEOUS INFORMATION
30. IDENTIFY NEEDED INFORMATION IN PROBLEMS
31. SOLVE PROCESS PROBLEM'S - ORGANIZING DATA

MEASUREMENT/GEOMETRY
32. IDENTIFY FIGURES USING GEOMETRIC TERMS
33. MEASURE/DETERMINE PERIMETERS AND ARM.'
34. ESTIMATE LENGTWAREANOLUMEPANGLE MEASURE
35. SELECT APPROPRIATE METRIC/CUSTOMARY UNIT
38. MAKE V 'SURE CONVERSIONS WAN SYSTEMS

..-,..L.t.-t.I.,. 14444 .'.-..'' .. i.!.._..1..Z.17,.;.4, :41...,:;%....:',...eu' E...41.4.

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4
3 OF 4

10;4 ...:;x: ... . ,, 4!../.1. I.:vie . si i...,i., -. ji.K... s. lAts;;a:s. . *.sflsd.-...,%-e.tite, ...;St i 's t.s'ss. s s. :gst-s 4rrs' 'LA. s' ..z--44...:A; v.*1... :2,4. -.::'

AVERAGE NUMBER OF OBJECTIVES MASTERE2

HUMBER /PERCENTOF STWERTS BELOW THF,RemENAL, STANDARD'

"REMEDIAL STANDARD IS 73 OF 144 ITEMS CORRECT COPYRIGHT 3) 1936 BY CONNECTICUT STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION. ALL RIGHTS RESERVE: PRINTED IN THE USA
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I.ONNECTICUT MASTERY TESTING PROGRA CLASS DIAGNOSTIC REPORT
NGUAGE ARTS

GRADE 8 FORM A

TESTING DATE:
NUMBER OF STUDENTS TESTED:

NUMBER OF STUDENTS NEEDING
FURTHER DIAGNOSIS

IN WRITING:
IN READING:

PAGE

NUMBER/PERCENT
OF STUDENTS

MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE
MASTERY
CRITERIA
# OF ITEMS
CORRECT

CLASS SCHOOL DISTRICT
LANGUAGE ARTS OBJECTIVES TESTED

/ % ü / % , / %

WRITING MECHANICS
1. CAPITALIZATION AND PLINCIVATION
2. SPELLING
3. AGREEMENT (VERB TENSE. SUBJECT/OBJECTNERB.

_ AND PRONOUN REFERENT)
4. TONE

STUDY SKILLS
5. LOCATING INFORMATION
8. NOTETAKING AND OUTLINING

LISTENING COMPREHENSION
7. LITERAL
8. INFERENTIAL 8, EVALUATIVE

READING COMPREHENSION
9. LITERAL

10. INFERENTIAL
11. EVALUATIVE

9 OF 12

6 OF 8
11 OF 15

3 OF 4

9 OF 12
3 OF 4

3 OF4
12 OF 16

6 OF 8
10 OF 14
10 OF 14

TOTAL NUMBER OF OBJECTIVES MASTERED AVERAGE H OF ORIF,TNES MASTERED

HOLISTIC MEASURES OF WRITING AND READING REMEDIAL
STANDARDS

4
NUMBER/PERCENT OF STUDENTS

BELOW REMEDIAL STANDARDS

WRITING SAMPLE
ANALYTIC SCORING INFORMATION**

FOCUS

ORGANIZATION
SUPPORT/ELABORATION
MECHANICS
SENTENCE FORMATION

4 OF 8

DEGREES OF READING POWER (DRP)0 55 ORS
UNITS

"INDICATES A SCORE BELOW THE REMEDIAL STANDARD. THIS STUDENT MUST RECENE FURTHER DIAGNOSIS COPYRIGHT SD 1986 BY CONNECTICUT STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
"'ANALYTIC SCORING INFORMATION IS GIVEN ONLY FOR THOSE STUD NTS WHO SCORED BELOW THE REMEDIAL STANDARD. ALL RIGH S RESERVED.

1...NEEDS REMEDIAL ASSISTANCE 2...BORDERLINE PERFORMANCE 3- SATISFACTORY PERFORMANCE PRINTED IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
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CONNECTICUT MASTERY TESTING PROGRAM SC' :00L BY CLASS REPORT
LANGUAGE ARTS

PAGE-.- .-- - . -.......

TESTING DATE:

SCORES INDICATE NUMBER/PERCENT OF
STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

SCHOOL DISTRICT
NUMBER OF STUDENTS TESTED

LANGUAGE ARTS OBJECTIVES TESTED
MASTERYCR

# / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % 4, / ,4 # / %

WRITING MECHANICS
1. CAPITALIZATION AND PUNCTUATION
2. SPELLING
3. AGREEMENT (VERB TENSE. SUf3JECT/OBJNERB,

AND PRONOUN REFERENT)
4. TONE
STUDY SKILLS
5. LOCATING INFORMATION
8. NOTETAXING AND OUTLINING
LISTENING COMPREHENSION
7. LITERAL
8. INFERENTIAL & EVALUATIVE
READING COMPREHENSION
8. LITERAL
10. INFERENTIAL
it EVALUATIVE

9 OF 12

8 OF 8
11 OF 15

30x4

9 OF 12
I.: OF 4

3 OF 4
12 OF 16

8 OF 8
10 OF 14

te OF 14

HOLISTIC
SCORE

4A,Z415441,4&4&.10

# 1 ,4 if/ %

4Z.r.."ait'4:Ac.

r.,,:-

# / %

.ti.l.i..i.' ).1-

oil- .14,4 4...-I.;...U.:;

4.4.Z41Likla

'''A;f*i..:.).:!.+At....1...kik!.+41,a3ib.,.4,14,i,..i,..,A4111;i1a

ttikalitailiZliii&Ail4Wiii2;

g / % OF STUDENTS
AT STATED

atilbakMaii
LEVEL

.14A414044.,t-' .41ilriizi+44:41Ss4.tilWetiakit.eMaiiitsga,1Wek0.1.;.::
HOLISTIC MEASURES OF WRITING AND READING

:.ii=h161166 .altichThVato-.011.1.1a141414:416:ii:61164.64:aiae.6141..e...W.,J.Liaj....;
WRITING SAMPLE
NUMBER/PERCENT PRODUCING MATERIAL THAT IS:

; ..S.' '
# / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / %

WELL WRITTEN WITH DEVELOPED SUPPORTNE DETAIL 7 OR 8
GENERALLY WELL ORGANIZED WITH Str:PORTNE DETAIL S OR 6
PINIMALLY PROFICIENT 4
B 1. R 14 DIA STAN .AR. OR

.4kagaelluaira.
DRP UNIT

SCORE
# / %

-- tuilti.iiit:eattiii-la.tt'kvi;f&tgate.daktiZi'llitteirdaug-N-1.%,-"iifickffisit'iiiiQski
# / % if/ % If/ % # / % # 1 % # / % # / % # / %

i.kmigii'....amLdzareeurgiciirtwaiatiesaigtr:,:amt,a,
DEGREES OF READING POWER(DRP) a
NUM3ER/PERCENT OF STUDENTS' # / %

AT OR ABOVE THE READING GOAL FOR BEGINNING EIGHTH GRADERS 62+
Mow THE READING GOAL FOR BEGIN. NG EIGHTH
GRADERS RUT ABOVE THE REMEDIAL VARDAR() 55 TO 61
BELOW THE REMEDIAL STANOARO" BELOW 55

tifireolaiglikkaribilitagtialitiollitikiggiiid*MslikligalillfirMilaar;, .. -os '
AVERAGE SCORES

AvErt.GE Nu.I3ER OF OBJECTIVES tI4STERED IN LANGUAGE ARTS
AVERAGE HOLISTIC WRITING SCORE

AVERAGE FIRP UNIT rICOR£

COPYRIGHT 0 ISE5 BY CONNECTICUT STA7E BOARD OF EDUCATION
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.
PRINV.r) IN THE UNITED STATES OF AIAER CA

'REMEDIAL STANDARD IS 4 FOR WRITING.
"REMEDIAL STANDARD IS 55 ORP UNITS FOR READIhG
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78

CONNECTICUT MASYERY TESTING PROGRAM DISTRI"T BY SCHOOL REPORT LANGUAGE ARTS

_.... .

TESTING DATE:

SCORES INDICATE NUMBER/PERCENT OF
STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

DISTRICT

*.l: F T 1, N i. n

LANGUAGE ARTS OBJECTIVES TESTED MASTERY
CRITERIA

# / % # / % # 1 % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / % # / %

WRITING MECHANICS
1. CAPITALIZATION MD PUNCTUATION
2. SPELLING
3. AGREEMENT (VERB 1 ctISE. SUBJECT/OBJNERB.

MD PRONOUN REFERENT)
4. TONE

STUDY SKILLS
5. LOCATING INFORMATION
6. NoTETAKING MD OUTLINING

USTEHIHO COMPREHENSION
7. LITERAL
8. INFERENTIAL & EVA* IJITIVE

READING CO,. PREheNSION
9. LITERAL
10. INFERENTIAL

1 A
VALI.' ..fii,'.t it..ii.:141:..A..1 a...4/.:4, .44"a:tea. ....11.. ::."....e.ta::-....g..Leatilli,4-"Ail,15...at'a-

HOUSTIC MEASURES OF WRITING AND READING

,1,«LiciatliciLsiMiAql 41:4- .:4..:4-.d.:84.4.1ii.i.ttf.1..114iriso '.:4/iLlaliAla..ii.:1:44.)1.
WRITING SAMPLE
NUM NT R Ito IA THAT I

9 OF 12

6 OF 8
11 OF 15

3 OF 4

9 OF 12
3 OF 4

3 OF 4
12 OF 16

6 OF 8
10 OF 14

10 OF 14

HOLISTIC
SCORE

..,..idit14!..Z.k..1114i

# i %

L'AiliktAi4a1:2;i:Eil

# / %

ellri;'4.150'...'i..e..4........v,.,....:',..1.;:.

'../.44ak-.:-...-e.t.z.2.

# / % # / %

cL;S,47.11,1:1145=.t.....s.

h../.4.14.:44z.v4.1:4

# / %

t.14.2&%.).1'.a,.A:i

# / %

..c.,:,.4.1V,P,4.$1."2.4,,k,:ktio'thA

# / %

akarirAdidaaa....:0,

c.:t.g.azi ...4m4,.:r.r..ilivlicabliat
# / %

# / % OF STUDENTS
AT STATED LEVEL

# / %

IIIR2F4111114.111(411,111.110:141L1 11712.1.111:11111 WM=
0 61111.3111.4....TMALIIIIIK.1.1.1a44. =a/au/1 11.i

MINIMA PRO NT 4IIMEM6j2=3FTIMMIIIIMINEIMIIIMIlignr.
J ' ZikAlex ..f. t...64-1ths4a114 S.L.:1;...11.1%.i.G.V,141.4111.11°,41.4.61.*1arlatiti.4144:ilfti.0.1kAkia..1.1. tilaeAtilki;Ltjliiik41difltak.2..i.:..:1111.4.34Jwittgal4i2..Feid*/:3*-4.4,...6..tf.Vziis.:1.41.4.4A.1,11,,,

DEGREES OF READING POWER(DRP) e
NUMSER:PERCENT OF STUDENTS.

DRP UNIT
SCOPE # / % # / % # / % # / % # / # / % # 1 % # / % # / %

AT OR ABOVE THE READING GOAL FOR BEGINNING EIGHT GRADERS 62
BELOW THE READING GOAL FOR BEGINNING EIGHT GRADERS BUT

ABOVE THE REMEDIAL STANDARD 55 TO 61
BELOW THE REMEDIAL STANDARD" BELOW 55

iriSIMINS141.., r 1 "i,'-= 7 frodaialigairadi sl; "framlataktfia 'alietWaitgaiitraikaUhrealit,t1.0:Zi

1, 'illI k er et.1 t64 ATI

AVERAGE SCORES

:I : . : 0 0: I : 1 , ..
AVEPAGE HOLISTIC WRITING SCORE

: DRP UNIT SCOF.F

COPYRIGIIT 0 MS V CONNECTICUT STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. PRINTED IN THE U SA

'REMEDIAL STANDARD IS 4 FOR WRITING.
"REMEDIAL STANDARD IS 55 ORP UNITS FOR READING

79

0306A3



(Connecticut
Mastery Testing
Program

PARENT/STUDENT DIAGNOSTIC REPORT

Your child's scores on the Connecticut Mastery Test are reported inside.

For a description of the Connecticut Mastery Testing Program, see the back cover of till, (older.

For general information about your local district's testing program, please contact your superintendent of schools.

For further information on the Connecticut Mastery Testing Program, contact. Connecticut State Department of Education,
Office of Research and Evaluation, Box 2219, Hartford, Connecticut 06145, (203) 566-4001 or 4008
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t MATHEMATICS
STUDENT OBJECTIVES ANALYSIS FOR

GRADE: SCHOOL

FORM: DISTRICT

TEACHER: TESTING DATE

N
CONNECTICUT

MASTERY TESTING

PROGRAM

OBJECTIVES TESTED

MASTERY CRITERIA

STUDENT
SCORE

NUMBER OF
ITEMS CORRECT

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS
1. Order fractions 3 of 4
2. Order decimals 3 of 4
3. Round whole numbers 3 of 4
4. Round decimals to the nearest whole number, tenth and

hundredth
3 of 4

5. Multiply and divide whole numbers and decimals by 10, 3 of 4
100 and 1000

6. Identify fractions, decimals and percents from pictorial
represcitations

3 of 4

7. Convert fractions to decimals P- vice versa 3 of 4
8. Convert fractions and decim-* percents and vice versa 3 of 4
9. Identify points on number line:, ec ales and grids 3 of 4

10. Idertify ratios and fractional parts from given data 3 of 4
11. Idenlify an appropriate procedure for making estimates

with decimals and fractions
3 of 4

COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS

12. Add and subtract whole numbers less than 10,000 3 of 4
13. Multiply and divide 2- and 3-digit whole numbers by 1-

and 2-digit numbers
3 of 4

14. Add and subtract decimals (to hundredths) in horizontal
form

3 of 4

15. Identify the correct placement of the decimal point in
multiplication and division of decimals

3 of 4

16. Add and subtract fractions and mixed numbers 3 of 4
17. Multiply fractions and mixed numbers 3 of 4
18. Determine the percent of a number 3 of 4
19. Estimate sums and differences or whole numbers and

decimals including making change
3 of 4

20. Estimate -)roducts and quotients of whole numbers and
decimals

3 of 4

21. Estimate fractional parts am] percents of whole numbers
and money amounts

3 of 4

I

THE PSYCHOLOGICAL CORPORATION
HARCOURT BRACE IOVANOVICH PUBLISHERS

GRADE 8 REPORT PART 1

./-

OBJECTIVES TESTED

MASTERY CRITERIA
-1

STUDENT
SCORE

NUMBER OF
ITEMS CORRECT

PROBLEM SOLVING/APPLICATIONS

22 Compute sums, differences, products and quotients using-
a calculator

3 of 4

23. Interpret graphs, tables and charts 3 of 4
24. Solve 1- and 2-step problems involving whole numbers

and decimals including averaging
3 of 4

25. Solve 1- and 2-step problems involving fractions 3 of 4
26. Solve problems involving measurement 3 of 4
27. Solve problems involving elementary probability 3 of 4
28. Estimate a reasonaole answer to a given problemt 3 of 4
29. Solve problems with extraneous information 3 of 4
30. Identify needed information in problem situations 3 of 4
31. Solve process problems irnolving the organization of data 3 of 4

MEASUREMENT/GEOMETRY

(with calculator available)

32. Identify figures using geometric terms 3 of 4
33 Measure and determine perimeters and areas 3 of 4
34. Estimate lengths, areas, volumes and angle measiires 3 of 4
35. Select appropriate metric or customary units and

measures
3 of 4

36. Make measurement conversions within systems

tvothout calculator available

3 of 4

\--
TOTAL NUMBER OF OBJECTIVES MASTERED (out of 36)

NUMBER OF rums CORRECT (out of 144) (Remedial Standard is 78 of 144 items correct)
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LANGUAGE ARTS
STUDENT OBJECTIVES ANALYSIS FOR

GRADE:

FORM:

TEACHER:

SCHOOL

DISTRICT

Tr 'INC DATE i

CONNECTICUT

MASTERY TESTING

PROGRAM

THE PSYCHOLOGICAL CORPORATION
HARCOURT ERA(' IOVANOVICH PUNISHERS

GRADE 8 REPORT ?ART 2i
OBJECTIVES TESTED MASTERY CRITERIA STUDENT

SCORENUMBER OF ITEMS CORRECT

WRITING MECHANICS

1. Capitalization & Punctuation
2. Spelling
3. Agreement (verb tense, subject- object -verb, and pronoun referents)
4. Tone

9 of 12
6 of 8

11 of 15
3 of 4

STUDY SKILLS

5. Locating Information (schedules, maps, indexes, glossaries, dictionaries)
6. Notetaking and Outlining 9 of 12

3 of 4

USTENING COMPREHENSION
7. Literal (understands the meaning; of ideas clearly stated by a scPaker)
8. Inferential & Evaluative (understands the meanings of ideas not clearly stated, but implied, by a speaker

and is able to make critical judgments about them)

3 of 4
12 of 16

READING COMPREHENSION
,9. Literal (understands the meanings of ideas clearly stated within a passage)

10. Inferential (understands the meanings of ideas not stated, b,t implied, within a passage)
11. Evaluative (able to make critical judgments about statements and inferences within a passage)

6 of 8
10 of 14
10 of 14

( TOTAL NUMBER OF OBJECTIVES MASTERED (out of 11)

WRITING SAMPLE

Holistic Writing Score

STUDENT
SCORE

Remedial Standard is 4 of 8

DEGREES OF READING POWERS (DRP)TM 31 LAJCIN I
SCORE

DRP Units

Remedial Standard is 55 DRP Units
Reading Goal is 62 DRP Units

i (..
Degrees of Reading Power and DRP are trademark, owned by the College Entrance I xammat.on Board I

Copyright © 1987 by Connecticut State Board of Education All rights reserved Printed in the United States of America
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-Dear Parent:

Inside you will find the re ults of the Connecticut Mastery Test administered to you: chid earlier this fall. The test results F 2Ip to show you and
the school district's professional staff how well your child is perr3rming on those skills identified by the State of Connecticut ac important for
students entering eighth grade to have mastered.

These tests are designed to determine the specific skill levels of students. The test results will be used to:
provide your school with information for use in asses - mg the progress of individual students over time;
provide your school with information based on which improvements in the general instructional program can be made, and
provide information on appropriate basic skills remedial assistance for students so indicated.

Mastery testing will occur each fall in grades four, six, and eight.

If you have any questions about these test results please ask your child's teacher(s). The teacher(s) will share w'th you other observations and
recommendations based on experience in working with your son or daughter during the last several months.

PARENT/STUDENT DIAGNOSTIC REPORT

Description of the Test

Mathematics: The mathematics test assesses thirty-six (36) specific objectives in foul general areas of: (1) Conceptual L iderstandings; (2)
Computational Skills; (3) Problem Solving/Applications; and (4) Measurement /Geometry. Test items evaluate a student's ability to: order
fractions ano decimals; round whole numbers and decimals; make conversions among fractions, decimals and percents, compute with wtole
numbers, decimals and fractions; Esiimate with whole numbers, decimals and fractions, solve 1- and 2-step problems involving whole
numbers, decimals, fractions, measurement and elementary probability (with a calculator available); estimate a reasonable answer to a
problem; solve problems with extraneous information and identify needed information in problem situations. ineasuie and/or estimate
lengths, areas, volumes and angle measures; make measurement conversions; and select appropriate measuremer t mils.

Language Arts: The langLage arts test covers two general areas: Reading/Listening Comprehension and Writing/Study Skills. Then are eleven
(11) objectives and two holistic measures of reading and wrii.ng.

The content of Reading/Listening Comprehension consists of narrative, expository, and persuasive passages on a variety of topics measuring a
student's reading and listening ability in: (1) Literal Comprehension; (2) Inferential or Interpretive Comprehension; and (3) Evaluative or Critical
Comprehension. Audio tapes are used to assess a student's listening comprehension ability. Also used is the "Degrees of Reading Power" (ORP)
Test which includes eleven (11) passages and seventy-seven (77) test items. It is designed to measure a student's ability to understand onfic-tion
English prose on a graduated scale of reading difficulty.

The content of Writing /Study ;','.ill; consists of three comoonents. First, writing skills are directly assessed. A student is asked to write on a
designated topic. The writing s. j...dged on the stadent's demonstrated ability to convey information in a coherent and organized fashion.
Second, the test assesses the mechanics of good writing, which are defined as: (1) Capitalization and Punctuation, (2) Spelling, (3) Agreement;
and (4) Tone. Finally the test assesses Study Skills, which have been defin:d as Locating Information (schedules, maps, index references, and
dictionary usagcl arid Outlining and Notetaking. This part of the test measures a student's ability to find and use information from listed
sources, and to make notes from audio tapes.
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MATHEMATICS: MATHEMATICS:
AVERAGE NUMBER OF PERCENT OF STUDENTS ACHIEVING MASTERY BY

OBJECTIVES MASTERED NUMBER OF OBJECTIVES MASTERED
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LANGUAGE ARTS:
AVERAGE NUMBER OF

OBJECTIVES MASTERED
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
CONNECTICUT MASTERY TESTING PROGRAM GRADE 8

DATE TESTED: 10-86

Mastery Critena for each objective Is
3 of tne 4 items correct
Remedial Standard is 78
Of the 144 items correct

MATHEMATICS 1 OF 2

PAGE 1

DISTRICT
# OF

STUDENTS
TESTED

ANSONIA 127
ASHFORD 46
AVON 150

BERLIN 161

BETHEL 191
BLOOMFIELD 170

BOLTON 45
BOZRAH 18

BRANFORD 232

BRIDGEPORT 1,027

BRISTOL 573
BROOKFIELD 190
BROOKLYN 89
CANAAN 11

CANTERBURY 67
CANTON 75

CHESHIRE 323
CLINTON 161
CDLCHESTER 108
COLUMBIA 39
CDRNHALL 6

COVENTRY 126
CROMHELL 97
DANBURY 555
DARIEN 205
DERBY 95

EASTFORD 10

EAST GRAhBY 51

TOC SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS' MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

5 46 56 88 5559 49 75 77 86 95
6 83 93 93 89 85 74 96 78 9? 96
4 80 75 89 83 85 79 93 89 9r 97
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5 72 61 94 72 72 67 72 6710 OD
4 62 68 91 81 74 61 83 75 91

1 36 37 73 33 50 30 56 67 7 74

3 51 51 85 49 60 52 72 69 8 81
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6 58 49 88 46 62 52 61 63 8 84
6 36 91 91 73 45 55 64 55 91 0
6 73 69 88 60 87 82 91 91 96 93
4 81 64 93 75 81 77 87 88 9 9

2 76 82 95 88 77 80 90 85 9. 9
5 68 71 91 68 76 75 88 83 9

5 50 62 87 62 62 57 70 69 82 8
5 54 51 82 77 74 56 79 82 8 8
6 00000 83100100 8310010010010
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4 69 69 89 81 71 67 85 72 9 90

3 49 50 85 61 60 52 '0 68 8 8
2 82 76 93 85 90 89 95 84 9 9

5 29 33 81 51 55 42 61 51 8 82

6 60 SO 80300 60 60100 80 80 9
4 80 78 94 88 78 75 84 71 9

53 95 9 001 55 37 15 4 75 674Y 22.6 14

96 93 96 9 72 57 33 54 93 76 52 27.9 2

85 95 9 92 77 64 64 6 90 79 74 29.7 3

68 94 98, 8 47 24 30 46 80 70 53 23.6 13

77 96 97 9 77 71 76 6 90 85 65 27.5 6

61 96 94 9 53 36 44 4 73 62-52 22.5 16

82 98100 96 60 40 36 4 91 8 62 27.0 2

61100100 67 56 78 7 78 7 72 26.8 11

72 97 98 9 73 53 58 5 89 7 53 25.9 9

35 92 91 8 51 17 28 30 55 4 32 17.2 41

56 95 94)8 52 33 38 44 72 63 49 21.8 22

72 91 94 9 58 57 64 5 87 71 59 27.1 9

43 97 96 7 53 30 44 4 70 4 40 21.7 27

73100 9110 73 36 45 2 82 73 36 22.8 0

76 99 99 9 67 52 75 6 82 6 61 27.5 3

77 99 99 9 65 55 59 71 83 7 73 28.4 4

81 97 97 71 54 58 6 90 86 68 28.5 4

73 95 91 9 61 60 66 6 85 72 61 26.4 8

69 96 96 8 59 36 32 4 69 61 49. 23.1 21

62 9? 92 9 64 41 59 56 7S 74 49 24.8 5

83L0010010 03100 83 83 00 OD 83 X3.5 0

69 84 90 8 46 40 40 5 81 67 52 23.5 18

72 96 97 89 u5 57 72 5 88 77 56 26.1 9

53
41.

92 91 88 52 28 30 43 72 65 45 22.0 23

8 98 99 95 79 7C 73 6 94 80 70 30.0 1

32 94 96 81 52 16 29 2 71 56 39 19.9 26

80 00100 90 60 30 30 50100 70 30 25.5 0

82 9.2 98 88 65 9 53 61 e6 88 69 27.4 4
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
RADE 8 MATHEMATICS F

DATE TESTED: 10-66

Mastery Cntena for each objective Is
3 of the 4 Items owed
PAmodtal Standard Is 78
of the 144 Items correct

OBJECTIVES TESTED

PROBLEM SOLVING AND APPLICATIONS MEASUREMENT/
GEOMETRY

TOTAL
MATHEMATICS

PAGE 1
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CONNECTICUT MASTERY TESTING PROGRAM

DATE TESTED: 10 -86

Mastery Criteria for each objective is
3 of the 4 items correct
Remedial Standard is 78
of the 144 Items correct

DISTRICT

LAST
EAST HAMPTON
EAST HARTFORD
EAST HAVEN
EAST LYME
EASTON
EAST NINDSOR
ELLINGTON
ENFIELD
FAIRFIELD
FARMINGTON
FRANKLIN
GLASTONBURY
GRANBY
GREENNICH
GRISNOLL
GROTON
GUILFORD
HAMDEN
HARTFORD
HARTLAND
KENT
KILLINGLY
LEBANON
LEOTARD
LISBON
LITCHFIELD
MADISON

STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
GRADE 8

OBJECTIVES TESTED
MATHEMATICS 1 OF 2

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS
TOTAL

MATHEMATICS
PAGE 2

18 OF

STUDENTS
TESTED
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105
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SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE
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33 27 76 34 44 22 47 62 66 70 17 95 92 85 48 2
57 57 91 79 93 71 79 93100100 64100100 71 79 fof
75 %5 92 92 86 67 92 94 92100 92 94100100 6936
55 54 86 69 59 50 60 62 83 78 60 91 91 78 42 2
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT

GRADE 8 MATHEMATICS F 2

DATE TESTED: 10-86

Mastery Crams roc each omectmt is
3 at the 4 items correct.
fterneesal Standard is Tft
ot to 144 items correct

OBJECTIVES TESTED

°ROBLEM SOLVING AND APPLICATIONS MEASUREMENT/
GEOMETRY
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
MATHEMATICS t OF 2,d,./.1.16,... 1St,. f en -,- . 6,1 11,..1..., I fss.,,,A.V.

.

DATE TESTED: 1 ' -416

Mastery Criteria for arch ob;ective is
2 of the 4 items correct
Remedial Standard is 78
of the 144 items correct

-.....-- -
OBJECTIVES TESTED

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS
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MATHEMATICS
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89
88
87
90
87
93
87
88
83
96
87
35
94
92
94
94
86
92
90
88
88
91

94
96
88
90
88
97

62
50
59
61
52
70
61
60
59
69
66
48
65
63
58
62
58
79
58
45
51
61
62
67
44
59
50
81

46
43
32
22
40
37
36
29
23
68
48
18
52
33
41
41
38
34
50
38
32
31
46
42
36
37
15
SO

EACH

55
42
39
36
45
45
40
43
2E

83
48
23
55
47
47
53
32
37
5
3

4
2

5
2

4
3

34
75

OBJECTIVE

52
69
45
34
50
46
46
44
3.

67
61
24
59
50
51
68
60
47
54
62
41
42
61
48
38
51
41
5.r

78
86
79
73
76
82
77
75
64
92
84
58
85
69
88
88
82
76
86
78
68
69
81
88
66f62
80
73
91

68
68
67
66
72
76
69
67
57
85
72
50
78
Gl
70
82
72
74
71
68
60
64
79
78

73
68
91

SS
65
45
37
54
48
41
46
31

71
54
27
60
51
54
65
52
53
61

54
38
4S
53
54
41
Sk
41
47

WERTffn
MANSFIELD
MERIDEN
MIDDLETOMN
MILFORD
MONROE
MONTVILLE
t4AUGATUCK
NEM BRITAIr
NEN CANAAN
NEM FAIRFIELD
NEM HAVEN
NEMINGTON
NEM LONDON
NEM MILFORD
NEK1ON4
NORTH BRANFORD
NORTH CANAAN
NORTH HAVEN
NORTH STONINGTON
NORMALK
NDRMICH
DLD SAYBROOK
OXFORD
PLAINFIELD
PLAINVILLE
PLYMOUTH
POMFRET

485
108
488
363
459
257
223
316
412
216
202

1,014
296
163
286
265
149
38

212
65

657
363
106
85

165
177
162
32

6

3
3
3
4
4
2

3
2

4
1

2

3
5
5
4
6

2

5
3
3
5
5
6
4
2

6
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Y TESTING PROGRA
STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT

GRADE 8 MATHEMATICS F

DATE TESTED: 10-86

Meway Critena for IllaCh ObjCtive if
3 01 Me 4 items coned
Remedial Standmd Is 78
of the 144 items conecl

OBJECTIVES TESTED

PROOLEMSOLVINGANDAPPLICATIONS MEASUREMENT/
4EOMETRY

TOTAL
MATHEMATICS

PAGE 3

Q., 'to, Jo ii, 4. 'SD t S, "c o oslit tit.,e- , S., * 4 0 o (**6 . 4, ,o 4,
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DISTRICT
# OF

STUDENTS
TESTED

TOC SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS
MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

H T

MANSFIELD
MERIDEN
MIDDLETON
MILFORD
MONROE
MONTVILLE
NAUGATUCK
NEN BRITAIN
NEN CANAAN
NEN FAIRFIELD
NEN HAVEN
NENINOTON
HEN LONDON
NEN MILFORD
NEKTON
NORTH BRANFORD
NORTH CANAAN
NORTH HAVEN
NORTH STONINOTON
NORNALX
MORNICH
OLD SAYBROOK
OXFORD
PLAINFIELD
PLAINVILLE
PLYMOUTH
POMFRET

:
108
488
363
459
257
223
316
412
216
202

1,014
296
163
286
265
149
38

212
65

657
363
106
85
165
177
162
32

6
3
3
3
4
4
2

3
2

4
1
2

3
5
5
4
6
2

5
3
3
5
5
6

4
2
6

9
98

98

10C
95

100
95

9

98
9E

95

99

95

99
95
97

100

98
100
92
98
97

100
98

10C
97

10C

7j
6

6

6

6

6
6,
'4

8
6

5
7

6

6
7,

6

6

7

72

60

65

63
73

5
6
6

7

a
85
76

65
78

90
87
75

62
85
92

48
BE
70

84
91
79

79

87
91
70

74

89
92
71

85
73
94

6.
4
4.
5'
5.

6.
4:

3.

7
6.
3

6.

4.

6.

6

5.
6
6

4#

4.

4'
6.
5:

4'
51

5
6.

p..
39
2

2

30
33
32
21

15

48
40
11

30
18

36
4
38
39
37

51
26

22

42
42
22

35
30

50

76

55
54
68

62
61
54
46
74

73

33
75

42
66
77
67
50
69
66
sr
55

63
67
55
53
54
69

86

73

65

83

77
74

67

58
85
81
53

83

63

84
83
85
79

77

77

63

75

85
88
75

77

81

84

81
6

6

7.

7.
7.

7.

5'

8.

4'
7'

6

7'

8
6'
8.
71

7

6.

6-
7
7

5
7
6

7

8
7.

6;

8.
7.

8.

7.

6.

8.
8'

8.

6

8
8'
7'

7
8
7'

6

71
78

76

69
80
79

88

4.

3'

5
4'
4'
4'
2.

7.

5'

2

61

3.

4'
:

:

5'
5'

:

4.

3:
4'
4
4
4'
4
3

71

49
60

71

66
54
43
36
79

59
32

78

45
57
65

67

97

42
69
47
48

/13

81
'8

..:1

5
7

34
27

25

25

32
26

23
13
46
36
12
28

20

26
41
40
32
34
38
29

21

45
29

18
24

14
22

1

71

51

60
68

65
64
61
43
75

75

37

76

47
69
76

65
61
63
80
55
57
78

76

54
66
69

72

8
7

6'

7'

8
8-
8.

81

7

9$

8:

5
8
6.

8.
A.

8
:

8
el
67
75
86
87
79

82
73

94

.

3'

34

2

3.
3

3'
2.
1'

4
4
1

31

21

3,

3-
4
3.
2*

4'
3

28
53
54
22
31
31
28

24.

26.1
22.4

21.6
23.8
24.7
23.d
22.0
19.1
28.7
26.4
16.8
26.3

20.8
25.2
27.1
24.7
25.0
25.2
25.4
22.3
21.9
26.2
26.2
21.0
23.9
22.6
26.7

11

21
23

11

11
14
19
30
6
6

44
6

25

9
5
15

8
12
5

25
20
6

5
29
15
20
6
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
MP-HEMATICS 1 0F_2NoVVIVIVolv V VW./ V mr1.01 lo. I 1,1/ 1 1.1,10.

DATE TESTED: 10-86

Mastery Cnterla fo, each objective Is
3 of the 4 flans correct.
Remedial Standard is 71
of the 144 items correct.

OBJECTIVES TESTED

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS COMPUTATIONAL SKID
TOTAL

MAJHEMATICS
PAGE 4
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DISTRICT
# OF

STUDENTS
TESTED

TOC SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

PORTLAND
PRESTON
PUMA
REDOING
RIDGEFIELD
ROCKY RILL
SALEM
SALISBURY
SEYHOUR
SHARON
SHELTON
SHERMAN
SIMSBURY
SOMERS
SOUTHINGTON
SOUTH KINDSOR
SPRAGUE
STAFFORD
STANFORD
STERLING
STONINGTON
STRATFORD
SUFFIELD
THOMASTON
THOMPSON
1OLLAND
TORRINGTON
TRUMBULL

93
60
89
113
306
126
42
21

138
15

314
21

316
87

473
249
27

112
659
31

156
435
125
84
107
147
236
349

5
4
6

5
5
4
5
6
5
6
3
6

4
4
3
2
4
5
1

6
4
2
4
4
6

5
5
2

72
65
70
88
73
71
62
52
43,50
60
58
52
76
77
60
66
63
71
52
55
75
62
56
49
61
72
68
60

67
53
sa
85
76
71
67
57100.

53
62
43
79
62
53
51
52100
82
48
65
80
58
58
60
7E.'

62
73
65

94
90
94
94
92
96
81

7a
60
88
81
91
91
93
84

95
79
94
96
86
93
83
94
88
96
S9

89
72
73
83
86
77
74
81
63
47
72
48
85
77
68
67
59
88
53
61
79
61
72
63
77
71
80
73

77
73
66
93
79
80
62
81
69
5I.

69
71
84
82
69
71
70
71
60
71
84
70
69,68
64
83
83
71
75

70
67
64

75
78
69
57
48
51
47
57
52
84
79
63
65
63
72
50
55
72
64

57
63
73'88
62
70

84
85
88
94
90
79
74
81
74
73
74
71
93
87
77
80
89
94
64
74
85
78
83
62
88

81
87

75
70
88
88
88
87
76
67
70
73
65
81
85
83
75
72
85
93
68
6e
80
77
73
60
ea
84
71
81

9.
9.
8"
9

9

9
.-

9'.90
9

8.

8
7
9

9

8'

8'

9

9.

.

-*

8
8,

9"

9

92
90
92
94
95
90
81

88
87
85

9

9

a
9

8
8
8
90(70
9
71
91
93
91
92

8
5
7

7
6

9

6

6

6 -'95

52
89
84
73
63
78
81
57
48400
85

61
a
82
74
71
69

91
93
79
96100
94
98
95
86400
96
000.00

86
96
95
97
96
93
96
93

96
92
94
93
98
99
98
96

95
95
89

97
98
90

96

95
95
99
97
97
96
89
98
94
90
97
96
99
89
96
96
98
97

941
92160
820

97
94
96
83
90
77
93
89
86
96
90
87
90
89
95
85
87
92
93
94
83
92
91
95
95

71

69
75
71
71
50
48
57
73
64
S7
72
77
66
60
63
69
54
55
76
65
64
50
71
7
73
69

47
28
sa
75
60
53
33
29
35
27
41
62
sa
51
45
48
37
49
33
39
41
45
42
25
46
54
52
59

46
40
57
72
64
65
36
14
41
27
50
71
74
61
48
43
41
50
35
32
49
55
36
33
45
64
55
64

56
45
58
74
71
67
43
33
50
40
45
38
75
69
52
50
67
66
42
32
68
57
57-86
40
65
61
58
63

8
82
73
95
89
86
74
76
72
6C
7
8
9

83
83
83
81
89
72
77
87
78

73
81
90
85
85

6
65
69
78
79
75
64
62
73
73
71
92
83.

83
81
66
78
85
64
61
81
71
71
62
84
71
80
77

.1
4
4'

62
6.

6

4-
3
4;

4.

5,
5
7.

6

5.

5'

5
6

46
52
6

-

61

60
6

60
;

24.7
23.9
30.0
28.2
27.1
23.5
23.3
22.3
22.8
23.9
23.6
29.4
27.6
24.8
24.6
24.3
27.4
21.5
22.2
27.4
24.8
25.0
21.5
26.4
26.9
26.2
26.9

8
10
4
0
5
6

14
0

20

20

13

24
2
7

13
12
4
3

30
16

8
13
9

27
a
7
7
6
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
GRADE 4 MATHEMATI

OBJECTIVES TESTED

PROBLEM SOLVING AND APUCATION MEASUREMENT/
GEOMETRY

TOTAL
MATHEMATICS

PACE 4

I., lk, 6 At_ 14c
41b '<Ia.*04. : : 4. % 11,;421; 4, 1).tel/t.

4
IN

14o;t1As .' 144 4# # ,4) -'4N'''.4.DATE TESTED: 10-84
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.41. %.3 of the 4 limns cured r % N \ s
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N. /s.

Rern441s1 Stamm) Is IS
at Use 144 IMens corrsti.

.{,.. % .s tio ,

I OF
DISTRICT STUDENTS TOC SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS

TESTED MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE
*. V I' . . .T, T, .1 7 27.3 6PRESTON 60 4 6. 8 4 4. 57 115 8 4, 5. 3 7 90 4. 24.7 10PUTNAM 89 6 0. 5 . 4 2 65 57 6 4 5 e3 3' 23.9 4

REDOING 113 5 9 9 6 85 9 ea 9 6 .7C1 5 81 94 30.0 0RIDGEFIELD 306 5 0. 7 92 4 77 83 8 6 . 72 4 76 85 4 28.z. 5ROW MILL 226 4 9. 7 84 6 3. 72 7. 78 54 4 75 89 4 27.1 6
SALEM 42 5 0. 7 84 5. 2 71 64 8 5. 42 3 64 90 1 23.5 14
SALISSURY 21 4 . 0 . 9. 81 4 I. 62 9. 71 9' 4. 43 2 57 81 1 23.3 0
S E Y M O U R 138 5 9 5 7 5 5 : 511 7 61 7= 3 2 54 76 22.3 20
SHARON 15 4 0. 6. 80 5 2 73 73 9 5 6 4 60 73 1 22.8 20
SKELTON 314 3 9 6 83 5 2 62 6 72 ' 5 3 51 81 2 23.9 13SHERMAN 21 4 9 8 10 5 3. 52 76 6 4 6 4 52 81 3 23.6 24
SINSDLIRY 316 4 9 95 7 4. 94 8 89 8 6 5 Ile 89 3' 29.4 2SOMERS 87 4 9. 7 92 3 61 77 5 90 5 8 85 3 27.6 7sounarcroN 473 3 9 6' t 4 5 3 62 8. if 7. 4 67 2 73' 76 3 24.8 I:SOUTH M I N D S O R 249 2 0. 6 85 6' 3. 64 7 77 8 5 51 2 72 72 24.6 12
S P R A G U E 27 4 0 7. 89 4 . 1= 70 6 7 30 71 78 ?a I 24.3 4STAFFORD 112 5 '0. 7 90 6 3. Di 7 4 61 36 66 fie 4 27.4 3STANFORD 659 1 9. 6 70 4 2 5 6 62 7 4 5 26 57 74, 2. 21.5 30STERLING 31 4 0 Se 2 5 7 ea 6' 5. 55 IN 31 84 2. 22.2 16STONINCTON 156 4 9 7. 87 6 4 7 76 8 6 it .34 76 86 4 27.4 8STRATFORD 435 2 9 7 64 6 3. 6v 7 71.8 4 57 34 48 82.3' 24.8 13SUFFIELD 125 4 9. 6 87 5 3. 66 7 78 . 5. 51 34 73 87 3' 25.0 9TIOULSTON 64 4 9 79 4 2 60 7. 67 7 3 52 35 42 81 3. 21.5 27
THOMPSC41 107 4 9 1. 84 5 77 7 81 7 4 70 29 67 84 4. 24.4 9TOI_L.AJ 147 5 9 8 83 6 63 77 7 5 79 41 73 84 5. 26.9 7TORRIMTON 2S.. 3 9' V 90 6 4. 66 8 77 4 51 36 46 85 3' 26.2 7TROMDOLL 349 2 9' 7 87 6' 3 74 - 8 81 41 74 87 4 26.9
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
Ted...V.1111" nr1/1"Irt HEMATICS 1 F

S L U M .I It I NINO I CR V TESTINGfma rfwvnmog
OBJECTIVES TESTED

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS COMPUTATIONALSKILLS
TOTAL

MATHEMATICS

PAGE 5
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Mastery Cnterla for each obtectiw is
-t- , -, % % -1, % 24 p 0 J.

% 4-. ^J. i % 4 -0,. 4- t. % 3,
43. PI 0,

3 of the 4 items correct
4.0 .r ,..

3 4-

Remedial Standard is 711
of the 144 items correct

IS OF

DISTRICT STUDENTS TOC SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE
TESTED

11E5r 5 6 80 80100 80 60 80%001.00 80100 aot000.onoo 80 60 2, 80100100 80 29.6 20

VERNON 334 3 68 62 90 64 69 62 76 67 8085 67 95 92 91 58 40 50 78 71 55 24.5 72

VOLUNTOMN 22 6 59 64 86 91 73 86 95 95100%00 73 86 95 82 68 59 4- 59100 91 55 27.5 5

KALLINGFORD 437 3 61 49 92 67 67 62 78 66 87 89 71 94 96 86 57 40 4 41 83 77 48 23.8 12

HATERBURY 929 1 35 32 78 46 49 33 47 51 68 72 40 93 92 81 42 22 2' 30 61 51 34 17.6 41

HATERFORO 199 4 68 64 90 80 74 67 85 80 90 91 70 97 97 93 68 35 5 59 83 73 55 25.8 10

HATERTONN 208 2 63 70 91 74 67 sa 78 69 92 84 67 95 97 95 73 43 5. SZ 87 68 54 24.7 9

HESTBROOK 58 6 67 48 91 78 78 62 91 78 97 88 67 91 95 88 4,.. 31 2' 45 78 69 62 25.3 13

HEST HARTFORD 561 2 73 69 89 75 79 76 88 77 89 93 79 96 97 92 71 56 6 68 89 83 67 27.8 7

HEST HAVEN 364 2 67 70 89 81 73 64 oa 82 92 92 74 95 98 92 74 53 5. 68 85 79 61 25.9 8

NESTCN 141 5 70 84 97 91 83 74 89 86 90 94 87 96 94 94 75 43 5- 61 88178 64 27.6 4

NEWPORT 265 3 76 72 93 80 81 75 87 81 92 93 82 96 94 90 67 59 6 68 91 83 70 28.1 6

NETNERSFIELO 215 2 66 4889 75 73 69 82 69 93 89 66 94 94 94 62 54 5. 58 85 73 58 25.6 10

MILLINGTON 63 5 68 60 97 79 70.60 71 79 94 94 75 87100 89 56 40 4 65 79 76 60 25.6 8

HILTON 212 4 74 74 90 90 76 80 92 85 92 91 75 95 98 94 69 67 8,, 67 91 78 73 28.4 5

125 6 55 57 83 67 68 58 72 74 86 81 70 95 98 91 52 24 - 44 81 74 51 23.2 15
INUNCNESTER
HINDMAN 198 6 57 43 72 46 48 37 54 54 76 70'52 92 80 78 35 13 28 65 51 31 18.2 38

NIMISOR 266 2 63 54 92 64 67 66 79 80 89 91 65 94 93 89 64 40 4. 55 76 70 55 24.6 14

IKIN7SOR LOCKS 122 4 57 61 84 75 71 56 79 64 82 89 60 95 96 90 7) 34 3. 46 77 71 55 23.6 18

NOLCOIT 170 2 68 56 94 53 76 57 69 70 92 88 70 97 98 94 56 51 4 44 89 74 51 24.7 12

WOOSTOCK 62 6 49 46 87 61 61 61 59 62 90 84 69 89 92 89 40 15 1 40 84 53 50 22.6 13

REGIONAL N0.4 134 6 54 68 80 57 75 62 77 73 92 81 66 94 97 90 62 43 4' 53 79'74 59 24.9 13

REGIONAL N0.5 307 4 65%65 89 72 74 71,83 79 90 90 72 94 94 91 64 48 5 60 86 75 64 26.4 9

REGIONAL NO.6 54 6 67'67 93 85 78 72 91 87 91 93 73 93 94 93 65 54 6 54 83 65 46 26.2 2

REGIONAL NO. 7 110 6 73 67 97 73 74 75 95 82 91 94 79 95 99 95 69 47 68 9005 65 27.5 2

REGIONAL N0. 8 204 5 64 61 88 73 68 63 84 82 90 88 65 93 94 88 61 35 4, 55 81 66 61 24.9 13

REGIONAL P. 10 167 5 48 58 87 70 70 57 71 55 92 86 66 93 93 85 56 37 3 47 78 64 50 22.9 17

REGIONAL N0. 11 60 6 62 601 88 63 72 60 77 65 80 87 57 92 95 80 45 28 2 38 82 62 52 23.6 17
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
GRADE 8 THEMATICS 2 OF 2

DATE TESTED: 10-86

Mastery Cratarta for each objective as
3 of the 4 items correct

OBJECTIVES TESTED

PROBLEM SOLVINGAND APPLICATIONS MEASUREMENT/ TOTAL
MATHEMATICS

PAGE 5
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110F
DISTRICT STUDENTS TOC SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS

TESTED MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE
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NALLINUFORD 437 3 9, 6' 7' 5 2 5' 81 7 7' 54 59 2 6. 81 21 23.8 12
MATERSURY 929 1 9 5. . 3. 1' 3 64 5 6 29 27 10 4. 59 18 17.6 41
WATERFORD 199 4 9. 7 6 4' 6- 83 7 7' 52 5714. 6. 85 42 25.8 10
HATERTOHN 208 2 9' 7 8 6. 3. 6. 80 7. 8 44 55 2. 6. 84 28 24.7 9
iESTBROOK 58 6 10. 7' 9' 6. 3' 7' 79 8. 7 57 73 2 6. 86 48 25.3 13
HEST HARTFORD 561 2 9' 7' 9. 7. 4 7' 86 8. 8 62 77 4' 8 86 40 27.8 7
NEST HAVEN 364 2 9: 8. 8. 6 2' 6. 80 6. 7 51 60 2 6. 79 31 25.9 8
NESTON 141 5 9' 7. 8' 6. 4' 82 8. 8. 53 72 4 7. 89 41 27.6 4
PESTPORT 265 3 9' 8. 6- 4 83 8' 62 74 4' 7' 84 40 28.1 6
NETNER5FIELD 215 2 10. 6 6 3. 81 77 7 7' 51 64 3. 71 83 33 25.6 10
MILLINGTON 63 5 9: 7. 7, 5 3' 7. 87 7# 9' 56 60 3. 7: 97 22 25.6 8
HILTON 212 4 9' 7' 9. 7 7 84 8 .: 60 79 3' 7' 85 43 28.4 5
HINCHESTER 125 6 9 7 7 4 2' 6 82 7. 7 55 60 1 7. 76 23 23.2 15
HINDMAN 198 6 9 5' 6 2' 2 62 5' 6. 30 44 1. 5 70 26 18.2 38
NIND50R 266 2 9' 7 8 6. 4. 6 73 7 7. 46 62 3. 6. 7 41 24.6 14
NINOSOR LOCKS 122 4 9 6: 8' 5. 2 6: 70 7. 7 45 57 2 7# 75 25 23.6 18MX= 170 2 0 5' 3 5' 84 7. 8. 61 47 2 6' 85 42 24.7 12
NODOSTOCK 62 6 O. 6. 7 4' 2' 7. 77 7 7 61 63 3. 8 87 23 22.6 13
REGIONAL NO. 4 134 6 0 8 4' 3. 6' 81 7; 8 54 71 3' 7. 89 36 24.9 13
REGIONAL NO. 5 307 4 10. 7. 6 4' 7. 8E 7 8 58 72 3 7 88 4T 26.4 9
REGIONAL NO. it 54 6 10. 7. 8' 6' 3 8. 78 7. 8 54 63 3- 6' 87 33 26.2 2
REGIONAL NO. 7 110 6 10. 7 9- 6 5, 7 86 7 9. 43 82 4. 8' 88 55 27.5 2
REGIONAL NO. 8 204 5 9' 6. 8. 5' 4' 7 77 7. 7' 47 72 3' 6* 82 47 24.9 13
REGIONAL NO. 10 167 5 9' 5' 81 4 2' 5 77 7. 7: 41 53 2' 6 83 23 22.9 17
REGIONAL. NO. 11 60 6 10. 6- 58 4. 6. 78 7' 8. 48 77 3. 71 85 47 23.6 17
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
GRADE 8 MATHEMATICS 1 OF

DATE TESTED: 10-86

Mastery Criteria for each objective Is
3 of the 4 items correct
Remedial Standard is 71
ot theta items correct.

OBJECTIVES TESTED

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS
TOTAL

MATHEMATICS

PAGE 6
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TOC SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS M.'STERING EACH OBJECTIVE
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
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DATE TESTED: 10-e6

1.4astery Critena for each objective Is
3 tat the 4 items correct
Remedial Standard is 78
of the 144 items correct

--- _
OBJECTIVES TESTED

PROBLEM SOLVING AND APPLICATIONS ME4s.SUREMENT/
GEOMETRY

TOTAL
MATHEMATICS
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T MASTERY TESTING RA

STATE B'r DISTRICT REPCRT
TZADE 8 MATHEMATICS 1 OF

OBJECTIVES TESTED

CONCEPTUAL UNDERSTANDINGS COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS
TOTAL

MATHEMA 'ICS

PAGE 7
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# OF
DISTRICT STUDENTS TOC SCORES INDICATE THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

TESTED

TOC 1 TOTAL 4,933 38 36 75 40 49130 53 62 70 71 42 93 92 84 48 21 26 10.59 53 32 17.6 42

TOC 2 TOTAL 6,416 66 63 90 70 72 66 8) 75 89 90 70 95 96 91 64 48 53 57 83 73 58 25.4 11

TOC 3 TOTAL 7,403 55 53 87 61 64 55 72 70 84 84 61 94 94 88 59 36 43 45 76 68 48 22.9 18

TOC 4 TOTAL 6,291 66 69 91 79 75 49 84 77 91 90 7 94 96 92 65 46 51 57 86 76 59/ 26.2

TOC 5 TOTAL 3,403 64 66 90 77 73 6 83 78 91 91 72 95 96 91 63 44 48 58 84 73 58* 25.7

TOC 4 TOTAL 2,386 6 60 88 66 68 6 174,73 87 86 66 93 94 88 56 37 40 49 78 67 51 24.0 15

STATE TOTAL 30,832 581 58 87 66 67 58174 72 85 85 64 94 95 89 60 39 44 4? 74 6? 51 23.7 17
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT

DATE TESTED: 10-84

Maury Cntana for each °tetchy* is
3 el the 4 darns corrsct
Rentedral Standard is 73
al Dr 144 rterns correct.

....
OBJECTIVES TESTED

iyirk, litlywi I IUJ L Ur L

PROBLEM SOLVING AND APPUCATIONS MEASUREMENT/
GEOMETRY
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MATHEMATICS
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APPENDIX I

State by District Report - October 1986,

Grade Eight Language Arts Test Results
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
GRADE 3

OBJECTIVES TESTED TOTAL
LANGUAGE

ARTS

DEGREES OF
READING

POWER (ORP)
WRITING SAMPLE PAGE 1

MUTING LOCATING LISTENING
MECHANICS INFORMATION COMPREHENSIONc READING

COMPREHENSION

\-- -%-
SO $ # , v , V la 0 as . '''' 0 V ÷

-.2 - r.
14: 9i

6 14

ill# et
IA

'N.
% 1.

t- % 4, t la d't li0,DATE TESTED: 10 -86 4. S, l 1,
# 4

I!,
°...

-...#

MASTERY CRITERIA
(Y CORRECT/ N POSSIBLE) 9/12 6/8 11115 3/4 9/12 3/4 3/4 12/16 6/8 1W14 10/14

N OF
DISTRICT STUDENTS TO, SCORES REPRESENT THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

TESTED

ANSCNIA 127 5 74 68 74 80 84 77 51 64 67 44 45 7.3 3 17'51 61 3. 12 10/38 16 12 9' 4 4.E 21

ASHFORD 46 6 85 76 83 80 91 76 74 83 78 50 59 8.3 17 17 65 64 1 0 0 24 26 22 17 11 5.7 C

AVON 150 4 88 . 81 93 89 94 89 76 79 88 77 83 9.4 12 11 77 68 1 2 3 11 25 27 22 9 5.E E.

BERLIN 161 4 81 74 84 83 92 80 58 76 77 59 61 8.3 16 17 66 64 16 6 11 39 16 18 7 3 4.t 17

BETHEL 191 4 82 73 86 85 92 87 69 76 80 69 69 8.7 16 15 70 65 1 2 17 24 21 21 14 5.6 3

BLOOMFIELD 170 2 58 70 72 78 80 61 54 66 70 51 57 7.2 31 18 50 58 31 7 9 22 22 15 15 10 5.3 It

.BOLTON 45 4 84 73 91 89 86 89 69 76 78 76 64 8.8 20 7 73 65 20 2 7 22 27 27 11 4 5.2 5

60ZRAN 18 5 83 67 94 61 83 67 61 67 72 50 78 7.8 22 11 67 64 2 0 0 39 28 28 6 0 5.0 C

BRANFORD 233 4 81 71 84 82 86 83 67 66 75 60 66 8.2 26 11 64 62 26 3 2 16 20 24 19 7.:. 5.f !

BRIDGEPORT 1,030 1 54 52 54 61 66 54 43 32 52 24 28 5.3 54 18 28 53 54 9 17 28 22 13 7 3 4.4 27

BRISTOL 575 3 75 65 77 78 79 73 54 62 65 51 55 7.3 24 20 56 61 2 9 14 26 21 13 14 4 4. 2!

BROOKFIELD 190 4 84 75 85 79 88 80 72 79 80 69 71 8.6 18 13 69 64 1: 5 9 24 28 17 10 7 5.0 14

BROOKLYN 89 6 .69 64 78 75 76 55 44 52 66 45 45 6.7 38 19 43 58 3: 2 8 25 2. 25 13 0 5.0 1C

CANAAN 11 6 82 73 100 100 91 82 82 45 73 55 82 8.6 0 36 64 65 0 0 9 18 36 9 9 18 54 5

CANTERBURY 67 6 90 73 87 75 88 82 79 73 78 69 69 8.6 25 9 66 63 2 3 29 15 24 9 18 5.6 A

CANTON 75 4 87 83 93 89 100 85 80 83 87 87 72 9.5 4 11 85 70 '4 5 4 23 17 25 19 7 5. 4

CHESHIRE 323 2 85 85 92 84 95 85 79 86 87 76 74 9.3 10 10 80 69 10 2 7 14 16 22 19 19 5.8 5

CLINTON 161 5 88 69 84 84 88 79 75 75 74 60 63 8.4 23 17 60 61 2 9 14 28 20 19 8 2 4.6 23

COLCHESTER 108 5 65 78 78 77 81 69 64 61 67 59 62 7.6 21 14 65 63 21 6 5 19 19 24 16 13 5.E 1C
COLUZIA 39 5 77 64 85 87 90 85 62 82 74 59 59 8.4 21 15 64 63 21 0 11 14 28 29 11 14 5.t 11
CORMALL 6 6 100 100 100 100 100 1C0 100 100 100 100 100 11.0 0 0100 75 0 0 17 0 17 33 33 0 5.7 17
COVENTPY 126 4 79 68 83 79 85 81 53 67 70 60 60 7.8 18 tz 60 63 1 5 4 15 la 16 a 14 s.7 t

CROMELL 97 4 84 71 81 78 86 76 58 69 74 61 65 8.1 23 13 64 61 23 5 13 36 16 21 4 4 4.6 15

0A1EURY 563 3 65 61 69 72 82 70 54 56 62 46 45 6.9 35 17 48 58 3r 9 12 21 26 17 9 6 4.E 21

OARIEN 205 2 87 82 96 86 94 82 81 80 81 75 84 9.3 9 12 78 68 2 2 22 32 17 16 10 5.! '

DERBY 95 5 65 69 72 64 80 62 56 48 72 39 39 6.7 42 17 41 56 42 6 8 23 20 14 18 11 5.2 IE

EASTFORO 10 6 100 50 90 80 80 80 70 70 70 30 50 7.7 20 SO 30 62 20 0 0 20 60 0 20 0 5.2 C

EAST GRAhBY 51 4 82 73 82 82 88 71 78 82 78 57 65 8.4 18 8 75 65 1' 0 8 18 28 20 10 16 5.E e

IL $U C00 wocbc,M1 Slat. Bawd 01 touci4011 All fIghts msolvtd. Nutted Hi U.SA.



STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
GRADE 8-

DATE TESTED: 10-86

OBJECTIVES TESTED TOTAL
LANGUAGE

ARTS

DEGREES OF
READING

POWER (DRP)
WRITING SAMPLE PAGE 2WRITING LOCATING

MECHANICS INFORMATION
LISTENING

COMPREHENSION
READING

COMPREHENSION

4,,\ I Si) 144 *14, V
G.,

ib 1 l'w 64/k 1:> I

VS gik li
-o-

1> .t. %
ii, 144 11'

V:\ 1.%::\

1:. 4.
(6, I:

I,- S .4>

Tpcs

/;i. 11-

sto %S $

' ,. t.
11_ cl

ctt..1, ck,:i

MASTERY C.RITERIA
( is CORRECT/ # POSSIBLE) 9/12 6/8 11/15 3/4 9/12 3/4 3/4 12/16 6/8 10/14 10/14

a Of
DISTRICT STUDENTS TOC SCORES REPRESENT THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

TESTED

EAST HADDAM 71 5 83 70 79 72 9 62 .8 3 65 .9 24 59 61 24 1 8 27 27 14 15 7 5.7 14ALF HAMPTON 104 5 86 62 90 83 88 77 70 75 71 65 72 8.4 25 19 56 61 25 21 26 24 17 5 0 4.4 26EAST HARTFORD 348 2 69 62 73 76 84 70 52 63 68 51 51 7.3 Z9 22 49 59 29 f 13 31 22 18 7 3 4.6 2CEAST HAVEN 167 r 64 63 74 74 79 63 58 59 62 37 46 6.8 34 17 45 58 34 1G 12 31 20 17 8 2 4.3 22EAST CYNE 185 4 80 72 86 85 93 84 62 68 83 75 77 8.7 19 14 68 64 19 5 6 23 25 18 16 6 5.2 11EASTON 77 4 75 87 87 86 92 78 66 71 82 73 77 8.7 16 16 68 65 16 0 4 21 22 22 16 16 5.7 4EAST NINDSOR 87 4 65 60 81 67 87 71 52 55 71 51 52 7.1 21 25 54 61 21 9 6 29 32 15, 6 2 4.6 14ELLINGTON 114 4 85 82 85 90 97 84 76 75 8c 68 69 8.9 7 16 77 68 7 2 6,21 19110 24 10 5.6 6ENFIELD , 459 3 68 63 80 79 83 73 53 60 65 51 50 7.3 28 14 58 60 28 71st 28 24 15' 8 2 4.6 22FAIRFIELD 398 2 84 75 87 87 91 85 66 80 81 70 71 8.8 17 17 66 64 17 2 7 18 25 20 18 10 5.3 iFARMINGTON 162 4 77 78 91 90 98 90 68 72 90 82 75 9.1 6 11 33 69 6 1 1 15 12 22 25 24 6.2 2FRANKLIN 28 5 75 71 79 64 96 82 54 71 75 50 54 7.7 21 25 54 61 21 0 4 0 22 19 22 33 6.6 4GLASTONBURY 32Z 4 88 71 92 85 94 84 74 84 85 80 82 9.2 9 13 78 69 9 1 3 19 20 17 25 15 5.2 4GRANBY 112 4 76 69 86 79 94 85 67 71 79 71 72 8.5 12 13 76 67 12 4 9 29 17 19 14 9 5.2 13GREENNUCH 434 2 80 77 87 84 89 82' 69 76 82 71 73 8.7 16 11 73 65 16 2 4 19 19 27 18 10 5.6 7GRISNOLD 102 4 78 56 70 71 80 72 52 51 71 43 53 7.0 38 17 45 58 3845 21 20 27 9 9 0 4.2 36GROTON 368 3 76 65 75 74 83. 73 57 61 76 54 52 7.5 29 15 55 60 29'12 11 33 18 14 8 3 4.3 24GUILFORD 246 4 83 73 87 82 88 80 70 71 77 67 69 8.5 15 15 70 64 15 2 3 22 23 23 14 11 5.3 £HAAGEN 341 2 65 67 76 72 82 70 51 54 72 56 62 7.3 31 21 48 58 31 7 9 27 22 15 10 10 5.6 16HARTFORD 1,304 1 45 46 43 60 66 47 41 32 46 21 27 4.7 55 18 27 52 55 15 20 28 19 10 7 2 4.2 33HARTLAND 14 6 93 71 100 79 93 86 79 100 93 71 71 9.4 14 14 71 67 14 7 29 29 14 7 7 7 4.4 36KENT 37 6 86 84 83 89 100 89 84 62 83 86 81 9.3 8 11 81 70 6 0 0 6 14 88 35 19 6.4 l,

KILLIWLY 182 6 69 60 72 71 74 65 55 55 67 42 53 6.8 30 14 56 60 30 9 17 36 13 15 6 3 4.4 27
LEBANON 80 4 69 61 71 75 75 73 59 59 68 49 56 7.2 32 15 53 59 32 6 10 25 23 13 17 5 5.2 17
LEDYARD 229 4 78 75 76 83 90' 78 69 79 73 64 67 8.3 28 14 59 61 28 4 6 26 22 18 16 8 5.2 11
LISBON 50 4 80 78 84 86 92 68 56 70 74 60 66 8.1 20 16 64 63 20 0 14 30 14 16 18 8 5.2 14
LITCHFIELD 78 6 70 57 78 78 87 89 64 69 76 62 64 8.0 23 14 63 62 23 11 5 30 18 16 12 8 4.1 16
MADISON 213 5 90 83 92 88 88 85 76 80 81 71 74 9.1 15 12 72 67 15 1 3 19 30 21 18 9 5.6 4
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
GRADE 8 NGUA3EART

DATE TESTED: 10-86

OBJECTIVES TESTED TOTAL
LANGUAGE

ARTS

DEGREES OF
READING

POWER (ORP)
WRITING SAMPLE

I PAGE 3
WRITING LOCATING LISTENING READING

MECHANICS INFORMATION COMPREHENSION COmpRFNEHMCw

It - \ \ Ii, 4:1.0 % ,... I% 9.7, T.,, N. \
. 4%

417,11 'SO c6;
1. et. % N. t,

C)P.:30 * 0/P 9"). 16i 1.
#1.31. (0 ":" t. 't4 i,

1).. ; .ri.:9- %... It.
0 1.

0 -D, 1 0- 1:.% 414,

°4-0

1
ie. ie.

,, -0
04.4 os

4.4ASIV:Y CRITERIA
(sCORREclusPoSSiBLE) WU 4/8 MMS W4. en2 W4 W4 12/16 6/8 MR4 10M4

8OF
DISTRICT STU0ENTS TOC SCORES REPRESENT THE PERCENT OF STU0ENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

TESTED

MECHEM 485 3 /7 65 78 82 84 79 61 63 67 54 59 7.7 28 13 59 61 28 6 7 30 23 16 11 6 4.5 11
MANSFIELD 108 6 70 64 77 76 85 79 72 75 80 72 76 8.3 18 11 71 67 18, 6 5 n 15 21 21 20 5.6 10
MERIDEN 490 3 69 64 70 74 79 70 52 56 69 49 56 7.1 2Z 18 60 62 22 8 12 32 20 14 10 4 4.6 2C

MIDDLETONN 362 3 67 57 70 74 79 65 49 54 67 44 47 6.7 41 19 40 57 41 9 10 33 18 14 14 3 4.7 15

MILFOFD 459 3 74 69 77 83 87 76 65 71 74 54 55 7.9 21 18 61 63 21 4 11.20 22 19 16 8 5.2 lE
NZINROE 258 4 87 74 86 80 84 72 63 67 72 58 59 8.0 16 21 64 64 16 4 6 23 25 17 16 9 5.2 11
13NTV1LLE 223 4 69 66 84 80 92 81 60 73 70 55 55 7.9 25 17 59 62 25 2 9 28 22 24 10 6 5.1 13

NAUGATUCK 315 2 65 64 75 79 85 73 44 49 70 39 46 6.9 33 18 49 58 33 4 11 28 24 19 9 5 4.5 lE
NEW BRITAIN 416 3 57 53 55 64 76 64 48 35 55 33 39 5.8 40 20 40 57 40 14 20 33 18 9 5 1 4.3 34
NEW CANAAN 216 2 83 80 87 81 90 84 72 86 81 75 74 8.9 17 8 75 67 17 2 3 13 16 30 19 17 5.1 6

NEW FAIRFIELD 202 4 82 75 82 78 87 73 72 74 80 60 67 8.3 20 14 66 63 20 X 3 16 31 27 12 7 5.4 6

NEW HAVEN 1,021 1 46 49 44 54 64 41 39 27 47 23 24 4.6 62 16 22 50 62 22 20 28 17 8 3 1 3.0 42
NENINGTON 296 2 86 75 87 86 94 85 73 74 85 72 71 8.9 11 11 77 68 11 4 9 17 22 23 17 8 5.3 11

HEN LONDON 163 3 70 65 66 72 75 57 50 46 63 44 51 6.6 45 25 30 56 45 11 15 25 22 11 9 7 4.6 26

NEW MILFORO 287 5 83 74 86 89 92 81 60 64 78 63 64 8.3 17 13 70 64 17 3 10 31 23 15 14 5 5.0 1Z

NEKTONIC 266 5 81 71 88 83 93 81 70 79 81 73 74 8.7 14 15 71 67'14 2 5 2.5 31 18 10 8 5.2 E

NORTH BRANFORD 148 4 72 68 82 79 88 84 62 55 74 56 59 7.8 24 16 60 62 24 15 13 27 23 12 7 34.4 2e

NORTH CANAAN 38 6 76 71 82 76 87 84 63 63 71 55 74 8.0 13 16 71 64 13 0 13 39 21 16 5 5 4.6 1Z

NORTH HAVEN 212 2 75 73 79 80 87 72 59 67 70 53 53 7.7 18 28 55 62 le. 8 13 33 19' 18 6 3 4.6 21
NORTH STONING-MN 65 5 72 65 86 77 88 74 65 72 66 68 66 8.0 26 18 55 63 26 5 6 17 25 22 13 13 5.4 11
NORHALK 669 3 61 59 66 71 71 60 47 43 62 40 44 6.2 45 17 3b 55 45 10 13 24 23 14 10 5 4.7 2:
NORKICH 365 3 73 58 76 75 89 76 54 59 68 55 57 7.4 29 16. S6 60 29 0 11 30 23 14 11 1 4.7 1'
OLD SAYBROOK 105 5 80 74 84 89 88 76 65 70 70 65 64 8.2 17 19 64 63 17 10 10 29 18 20 11 3 4.7 15

OXFORD 85 5 88 81 89 71 87 ea 67 72 86 65 61 8,5 19 13 68 65 19 0 6 24 31 19 16 5 5.2 6

PLAINFIELD 165 6 62 53 71 68 78 62 47 56 51 31 38 6.2 36 22 42 58 36 3 10 27 18 20 12 9 5.3 1.1

PLAINVILLE 177 4 63 58 75 74 79 63 53 53 66 47 56 6.9 30 20 50158 30 6 22 26 zs 11 6 3 4.4 2E

PLYMOUTH 162 2 61 59 75 78 80 67 51 55 72 41 46 6.9 33 18 4 59 33 4 7 30 25 16 13 4 4.5 12

POMFRET 32 6 81 69 94 78 94 84 69 84 78 66 69 8.7 13 11 7 67 13 3 6 13 25 16 19 19 5.4 c

C *1$ connct.cyt Mat. 60411 et Manton. All nines ntserend. Pnened In USA.
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
T

,.....r..... OBJECTIVES TESTED TOTAL
LANGUAGE

DEGREES OF
REAMNO WRITING SAMPLE

lal.,,,,,74 ,1, ...?

PAGE 4WRITING LOCATING USTENING READING
MECHANICS INFORMATION COMPRELI:NMON COMPREHENSION ARTS POWER (0RP)

%
r li, ;, li, 07,4 t 7 4.. 1., 6.0 .t fr '' . V.. -s-g.

s
vi.

-9ity
o 4* Pr iP

4.
i .1 Tr 0 46 4..

°If 1>
i':716, IP

t- I!. 9. tf, %
DATE TESTED: 10-86 '60 0

o
, 61.t

0 0
0\

1AAS 1 ERY CRITERIA
( ii CORRECT/ # POSSIBLE) 8/I2 6/8 11/15 3/4 9/12 3/4 3/4 12/16 6/8 10/14 10/14

# or
DISTRICT STUOENTS TCC SCORES REPRESENT THE PERCENTOFSTUCIENTSMASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

TESTED

PORTLAND 93 5 78 73 86 82 87 84 67 73 76 70 76 8.5 16 15 71 6 16 4 4 17 26 30 11 7r5.3 .PRESTON 60 4 83 70 85 73 87 75 68 75 70 60 72 8.2 18 18 61 6' 14 0 7 20 23 15 13 13 5.2 ILPUTNAM 89 6 66 53 73 77 77 72 55 45 60 37 48 6.7 37 12 51 5 37 14 31 21 15 6 8 5 4.2 45REDOING
RIDGEFIELD

113
306

5
5

90
82

83
79

92

90

82
85

93
93

86
88

80
72

84
84

88
82

76

78
78
79

9.3
9.1

8
14

13
17

79
69

6

65
&
14

0
2

0
5

7

21
19
25

29
19

34
18

12
11

6.

5.5
2 C

ROCKY HILL 126 4 75 71 87 83 91 83 77 75 83 68 71 8.6 16 13 71 67 16 4 2 15 21 25 22 11 5.7 6SALEM 42 5 76 64 83 76 85 80 69 69 83 55 67 8.1 19 17 64 61 19 2 2 14 19 29 21 12 5.4SALISBURY 21 6 81 76 81 81 81 67 67 86 67 62 76 8.2 10 24 67 64 10 0 0 24 43 14 10 10 5.y CSEYMOUR 138 5 74 72 80 72 83 75 53 63 79 57 64 7.7 20 17 64 62 20 4 11 18 21 13 25 8 5.3 15SHARON 15 6 60 80 93 87 80 73 40 73 80 67 60 7.9 13 13 73 63 13 7 7 28 0 33 20 13 5.6 13SHELTON 314 3 80 71 83 80 82 75 61 64 73 53 55 7.8 11 19 70 65 11 5 8 29 23 19 12 4 4.1 13SHERMAN 21 6 95 52 86 90 86 86 71 67 81 71 67 8.5 19 19 62 63 19 0 5 0 10 29 3. 19 6.5 5SIMSBURY 316 4 89 84 88 79 97 85 78 87 92 80 84 9.5 6 8 86 70 6 1 4 20 22 25 2 9 5.4SCMERS 87 4 91 79 94 87 89 84 66 85 84 78 80 9.2 12 13 76 68 12 1 3 23 18 25 20 9 5.d 5SOUTHINGTON 473 3 76 69 80 81 89 77 64 68 74 55 63 8.0 23 17 60 62 23, 4 11 25 26 16 1 7 5. IrSOUTH MINDSOR 249 2 74 71 78 81 83 71 65 75 75 59 61 7.9 27 16 57 61 27 4 7 33 19 22 6 5. IISPRAGUE 27 4 89 78 89 89 96 89 81 67 74 59 74 8.9 19115 67 62 19 7 15 15 22 19 1 7 5.E 22STAFFORD 112 5 79 58 88 87 96 78 64 67 75 64 64 8.2 15 23 61 63 15 9 9 10 26 24 I. 4 4.1 lESTAFFORD 661 1 61 61 68 70 73 66 53 52 61 48 50 6.6 37 14 50 58 37 8 11 30 20 13 11 7 4. 1rSTERLING 31 6 L3 45 60 67 77 53 35 39 55 29 32 5.4 42 13 65 56 42 13 29 42 10 6 0 3.7 42
STONINGTON 1'S 4 78 78 85 82 95 85 60 70 81 69 65 8.5 13 12 75 67 13 3 .8 23 20 21 1 7 5.1 12STRATFORD 435 2 76 70 80 84 89 78 59 66 78 54 63 8.0 18 17 65 63 10 5 10 24 26 20 11 5 BA 11
SUFFIELD 125 4 82 75 88 86 92 85 68 71 78 62 70 8.6 1... 20 66 63 14 2 4 20 28 24 I. 7 5.4 7
THOMASTON 84 4 69 '55 72 70 76 76 58 64 63 51 54 7.1 39 7 54 58 39 5 13 15 28 17 13 9 5.1 IE
THOMPSON 107 6 76 70 83 78 80 71 57 67 73 59 58 7.7 11 22 66 65 11 4 0 25 21 25 1 8 S.! 4
TOLLAND 147 5 82 81 86 80 88 82 67 76 82 74 73 8.7 17 12 71 64 17 3 13 20 23 21 1 8 5.2 16
TCAAINGTON 237 3 81 78 85 79 91 77 60 68 76 57 56 8.1 17 15 60 64 17 6 10 24 27 14 I. 9 5.E 16
TRUMBULL 350 2 78 79 85 84 90 76 70 72 74 65 65 8.4 19 15 65 64 19 5 12 22 28 17 111 5 4. 11

9 OK COANICIKJI SOW 8041A Of eduCilts0A All Iglus resenvil Pnnto9 IA U.S A.
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
GRADE 8 N U

DATE TESTED:

OBJECTIVES TESTED TOTAL
LANGUAGE

ARTS

DEGREES OF
READING

POWER (DRP)
WRITING SAMPLE

PAGE 5
WRITING LOCATING LISTENING READING

MECHANICS INFORMATION COMPREHENSION COMPREHENSION

11 % $^ 1k 3. 1; 12. S ci 1, .(Is V ° 4. 'r " 1 ';''
1 r, 14, l' I .

0. q.

$,
4, ..t,

444 44 44 %\
p 0: $ 4:.

tp 4,

r gt It° a,
p ix .6 e

01 4'

%.
400.,' 0t. S e%. 1. q. tr

10-84 0
o ir

v* 4- $
'la

O. ..

Cl

MASTERY CRITERIA
CORRECT/ POSSIBLE 9/12 6/9 11/15 9/12 3/4 3/4 12/18 6/8 10/14 10/14

DISTRICT
CW

STUDENTS
TESTED'

TOC SCORES REPRESENT THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

5FOR
VERNON
VOLUNTOM
NALLINOFORD
NATERDURY
WATERFORD
NATERTOHN
NESTDROCK
NEST HARTFORD
NEST HAVEN
NESTON
WESTPORT
NETHERSFIELD
HILLINGTON
HILTON
WINCHESTER
KINDHAN
WINDSOR
WINDSOR LOCKS
NOLGOTT
NOOOSTOCK
REGIONAL N0.4
REGIONAL N0. 5
REGIONAL N0. 6
REGIONAL ND. 7
REGIONAL NO. 8
REGIONAL NO. 10
REGIONAL NO. 11

5
335
22
438
923
199
206
58
561
363
141

265
216
63

212
125
200
266
122
170
62

134
307
54
110
204
167
60

3

4
3
1

4
2

6

2

2

5
3
2

5
4
6

6

2

4
2

6

6

4
6
6
5
5
6

...

78

91

82
54
73
83
66
76
78
82
81
86
76

84
70
43
65
74
88
76
83
86
81
84
78

66

67

0,

68

68
69
48
70
70
59
77
69
79
71
72

60
79
69
50
6S
69
68
74
75
76
61
68
72
71

50

az
82
83
60
80
84
81
86
78
91

86
82
94
89
80
64
72
79
82
82
87
88
83
82
80
77

78

8'

7G
82
81
65
84
84
74

85
81
86
87
75
78
81
76

69
82
74
78
81
77
81
76

88
75
77
72

80
53

100
87
70
85
90
78
91
92
92

90
88
95
90
88
72
88
82
92
87
86
87
89
93
84
82
82

8.

77
91

78
53
80
74
74
81
79
86
82
79
81
88
72

60
78
71
88
85
72
83
80
83
78
78
78

8,

57
64
60
46
67
50
76

70
56
72

66
65
68
70

67
50
62
58
64
76

65
67
61

71
70

61
55

00

66

02
71

41

69
66

64

76

56
75

77
65

75
79

67
47
68
66

66

81
67
70

65
73

73

78

57

80
70

86
75
58
73
79
71

77
70

79
83
75
83
83
73

53
75
75
80
82
72
79
76
80
70

67
63

80
62

64
65
32
62
69
48
67
50
72

73

68
81
75
54
35
59
61
60
74
S7
69
52
73
57
53
60

80
61

86
59
37
66
63
52
71
47
74

73
71
78
75
53
38
58
56
67
77
69
71

57
75
60
53

57

9.2
7.8
9.0
8.1
5.7
8.1
8.1
7.4
8.6
7.6
8.9
8.7
8.3
8.7
8.9
7.7
5.8
7.7
7.7
8.3
8.8
8.1
8.6
7.8
8.7
8.0
7.7
7.2

20
26

5
19
4'
1

2

2

1

3
1

1

2

11

14

1

4
2

25
20
15
28
21
13
10
28
29

32

0
16
10
14
16,48
17
15
10
10
18
14

11

10
5

13
15
16
18
12
17
23
12
11
13
13
12
19

17

80
58
77
67

64
65
60
75
52
74
71
68
84
73
68
35
58
61
63
61.64
00
66
74
77
59
53
52

72
60
69
64
SE
63
63
59
67
59
67
64
63
69
65
63
53
62
62
61

65
63
67
67
59
59
60

20
26
5
19
42
1

20
2,

lr

31
1;
1

21

11

14

17
49
24
25
20
15
28
21
13
10
28
2S,

32

0
6
0
3
12
2

5
1
6

10
1

2
3

0
1

9

21
4
2

1
6
4
3
4
1
2

7

7

0 20
7 19
0 9

6 21
20 30
11 26
8 26
9 22

11 22
It 26
4 21
8 21
6 22
2 17
8 25
6 37

21 27
10 21
17 23
1 18
11 18
6 24
6 16
19 40
7 16
7 23
7 27
7 27

0
18

27
26
19

30'
28
22
20
27
26
21
27
24
22
20'12
14
17
24
25
27
22
14
23
26
30
19
30

0
19

27
24
10
lo
11
16

21
12
21
21
23

22
20

13

15
17
20
21
18
19
6

27
18
18

22

40 40 6.2
22 9 5.4 1
23 14 6.0
15 5 5.3
7 2 4.3 3

l;, .7- ':.4. 1

14 6 5.0 1.
22 5 5.3 1.
12 8 5.3 1.
8 3 4.5 2
17 12 5.4
17 7 5.3 1,
11 8 5.3
24 11 5.8 .

17 7 5.3 '

11 6 4.8 1'
3 2 3.4 4.

20 13 5.4 1
10 1 4.2 1:
24 9 5.1
13 3 5.0 1:
19 7 is./ 1

26 16 5.8
8 2 4.4 2
15 6 5.4 ,
14 8 5.3
16 8 5.3 1.
3 5 4.2 1

I; 11M4 Conftercol UM Bova of Educatan NI non ratorood. Proud 111 U.SA
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STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT

I AlJrlinrc Lk RTC

DATE TESTED:

OBJECTIVES TESTED TOTAL
LANGUAGE

ARTS

DEGREES OF
READING

POWER (DRP)
WRITING SAMPLE

11,,,e, 1W, (Al 1 V V

PAGE 6WRITING LOCATING USTENING READING
ICS IN MATION COMPREHENSION COMPREHENSION

1lSt'ec \

No t"10-06 e0 b.y

\ \
11) ii,

l' \ \ 's y OP
\+.3-% Vci-4%

Vi. 0 .1. 4,,,tr ./.tI. 9- '416 %. 2,2. I,* ..%

q̂, 1 : a.

},,i,.

MASTERY GAITER!'
f A CORRECT/ $ POSSIBLE) $112 4/8 LUIS 3/4 W12 14 3/4 12116 6A) 10/14 10/t4

DISTRICT STUDENTSDENTS
TESTED

TOG SCORES REPRESENT THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

REGIONAL NO. 13
REGIONAL NO. 14
REGIONAL NO. 15
REGIONAL NO. 16
REGIONAL NO. 17
REGIONAL NO. 16

106
106
218
130
161
83

5
4
4
4
6
6

80
77
76
70
73
72

62
73
75
62
65
77

72
83
87
83
89
88

77
85
83
75
78
73

91
91
94
83
83
89

75
77
85
68
73
76

72
55
67
57
65
65

72
70
70
67
66
67

79
79
83
67
73
67

67
63
68
52
57
54

8
67
70
72
30
69
64

. ,

8.1
8.2
8.6
7.3
7.9
7.9

0
15
15
14
36
16
17

1

2
1'

1
1.
1
I.

:1
6
7'
7

6.
6

. .

64
65
67
59
64
65

1
1
36
16
1 1

Z
4
4
0

14
10
5

9
16
20
15
26
24
22

0
22
27
18
1E116
27'
20

2z
23
22
21

17
23

4
25
16
27
16
18
22

1

6

1

.g1

5.6
5.!
6.
4.
5.;
.5

7

6
1

22
11

t INS CAA/WAAL* Sur SW. al EIRAlta0A A/1 rites rwivell. Pnr4.4 cr U SA.

03C4A3



STATE BY DISTRICT REPORT
LANGUAGE ARTS

......,Inusevnek, T1 III 21.W11,1,22.1.1,,,, ffl

OBJECTIVES TESTED TOTAL DEGREES OF PAGE 7

WRITING LOCATING LISTENING READING LANGUAGE READING WRITING SAMPLE

MECHANICS INFORMATION COMPREHENSION COMPREHENSION ARTS POWER (DRP)*

\ % 144.
% c 'V +

4' Ikt \\ \:',% 1), 4414,

(lel't
I, 94 I" m 1.

v- -... 4.S .4.

DATE TESTED: 10-84 *,, 11 S
1)

-, Ix

GI 4

t fe

MASTERY CRITERIA
( I CORRECT/ # FOSS 81E1

S/12 WS 11/15 3/4 $/12 3/4 3/4 12/1 la 10/14 10/14

sof
DISTRICT STUDENTS TOC SCORES REPRESENT THE PERCENT OF STUDENTS MASTERING EACH OBJECTIVE

TESTED

Toe 1 TOTAL . 4,939 31 . 60 52 61 67 51 43 36 52 28r 32 5.3 3 17 32 5 5 14/18 2' 1 10 7 3 4.1' 3

Toe z TOTAL 6,403 76 72 82 81 88 78 63 49 76 41 63 8.1 2 15 %4 6 21 5 9 2 7 19 13 6 5.1 1

TOC 3 TOTAL . . 7,426 72 64 75 77 83 72 56 59 68 51 54 7.3 2. 17 55 6. 2; 7 11 2. 2 16 12 5 4.E 2.

TOC 4 TOTAL 6.293 80 73 85 82 90 81 66 72 78 66 68 8.4 1. 14 68 6 1 4 7 2. 2 20 17 9 5.2 1.

TOC 5 TOTAL 3,404 80 73 85 81 88 80 67 73 76 65 67 8.3 1' 15 656 1. 4 7 2 2 1 15 6 5.2 1

TOC 6 TOTAL 2,390 71 64 79 76 83 73 62 64 70 53 59 7.6 2 26'60 6. 24 6 20 2 2 13 7 5.0 1

STATE TOTAL 30,855 72 66 76 77 83 73 59 62 70 54 57 7.5 2 16 57 6 2 7 10 . 2 1 13 7 5.c 1

t 1144 C4.0441 Mm. Bout GS tevcsuow. AN How 'MINN iwaw Ul USA
BILAILI

* DRP TOTALS DO NOT INCLUDE WEST HAVEN DATA.
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APPENDIX J

Type of Community Classifications
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TYPE OF COMMUNITY

TOC 1 = LARGE CITY - a town with a population of more than 100,000.

TOC 2 = FRINGE CITY - a town contiguous with a large city, and with a
population over 10,000.

TOC 3 =MEDILM CITY - a town with a population between 25,000 and 100,000 and
not a Fringe City.

TOC 4 = MALL TOWN (Suburban) - a town within an SMSA* with a population of
less than 25,000, not a Fringe City.

TOC 5 = SMALL TOWN (Emerging Suburban) - a town with a population of less than
25,000 included in what was a proposed 1980 SMSA but not included in a

1970 SMSA.

TOC 6 = SMALL TOWN (Rural) - a town not included in an SMSA, with a population
of less than 25,000.

*Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area

-90-
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,

PARTICIPATION RATES FOR EIGHTH-GRADE STUDENTS BY DISTRICT
SCHOOL, YEAR 1986-1987

DISTRICT
3,,!':,

TOTAL
EIGHTH-GRADE
POPULATION

STUDENTS
ELIGIBLE

FOR TESTING

PERCENT OF STUDENT
POP EXEMPT

FROM TESTING

PERCENT OF ELIGIBLE STUDENTS TESTED

MATHEMATICS LANGUAGE ARTS WRITING READINGS

ANSONIA 132 127 3.8 98.4 98.4 100.0 99.2

ASHFORD 47 46 2.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0,:

AVON 151 150 0.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0:;

:BERLIN 171 165 3.5 97.0 97.0 97.6 97.6_'

'IETHEL 201 185 8.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.02

BLOOMFIELD 173 167 3.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.01

BOLTON 47 45 4.3 100.0 97.8 100.0 100.0*

SOZRAH 18 18 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0,,.;

'BRANFORD 237 235 0.8 94.9 95.3 99.6 94.511

RIDGEPORT 1206 1080 10.4 92.7 90.8 94.1 93.2

RISTOL 562 562 0.0 99.6 100.0 100.0 100.0

1ROOKFIELD 193 191 1.0 98.4 99.5 99.5 99.5',-,

.;BROOKLYN 91 91 0.0 96.7 97.8 97.8 97.8:r

-PAHAAH 12 11 8.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.01

"'CANTERBURY 68 67 1.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0;

',CANTON 76 73 3.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.01

CHESHIRE 334 328 1.8 98.5 98.5 98.5 98.5;

'CLINTON 178 161 9.6 98.8 98.8 100.0 99.42

g,COLCHESTER 115 108 6.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0)-

1C0LUMBIA 40 39 2.5 100.0 100.0 89.7 100.0;,

AORNWALL 3 6 25.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

kCOVENTRY 125 122 2.4 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

tCROMWELL 99 92 7.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0,i

DANBURY 621 561 9.7 93.4 95.0 100.0 97.5':'

xDARIEN 223 205 8.1 100.0 99.5 100.0 99.5,

-DERBY 101 99 2.0 96.0 96.0 97.0 96.0:.

EASTFORD 12 10 16.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.E

;EAST GRANBY 50 50 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

<,EAST HADDAM
vEAST HAMPTON

74
117

73
105

1.4
10.3

95.9
99.0

97.3
93.1

97.3
99.0

97.31
99.0-:

EAST HARTFORD 390 359 7.9 96.4 91.9 99.4 94.2,,

,EAST HAVEN 196 169 13.8 98.8 98.8 100.0 98.C.

;EAST LYME 185 185 0.0 98.4 98.9 98.9 98.9,i

7XASTON 84 77 8.3 100.0 98.7 100.0 98.7

'EAST WINDSOR 91 86 5.5 100.0 98.8 100.0 98.8'

c;ELLINGT0N 126 114 9.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.02

ENFIELD 479 469 2.1 94.2 94.5 99.6 97.2i

dFAIRFIELD 428 411 4.0 98.1 92.5 95.6 96.1;

':.1ARMINGTON 167 162 3.0 99.4 99.4 99.4 94.4s,

OGLASTONBURYRANKLIN 28
346

28
330

0.0
4.6

100.0
99.4

100.0
98.8

100.0
9).1

100.0!
98.5:

i.ORANBY 116 113 2.6 98.2 '99.1 99.1 99.11

1GREENWICH 444 425 4.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.01

SORISWOLD 107 102 4.7 99.0 99.0 100.0 100.0'

4ROTON 392 385 1.8 94.5 94.3 94.5 94.3:

'GUILFORD 148 143 3.4 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.01

OAMDEN 339 339 0.0 97.9 96.8 99.4 99.7",

7HARTFORD 1551 1305 15.9 97.9 95.6 10J.0 97.9:

PHARTLAND 14 14 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0;

.,KENT 40 37 7.5 97.3 97.3 97.3 100.0.

AILLINGLY 200 187 6 5 96.3 96.8 100.0 96.*;

LEBANON 81 79 2.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0;

.136



'DISTRICT
,%;j-,

LISBON,
ITCHFIELD
BISON 228

79
53

215

49
78

7.5
1.3
5.7

100.0
98.7
97.7

100.0
96.2
98.6

100.0
100.0 100.0
98.7 100.0
98.6

LEOTARD 232 229 1.3 100.0 100.0

4
yMERIDEN

NSFIELD
CHESTER 504

111
561

486

499
108

11.1

3.6
2.7

98.8
97.2
96.6

97.1
97.2
96.8

100.0
98.8

99.4 9977:DDLETOWN
rmitFORD

374 363 2.9 98.6 97.8 100.0 99.2463 463 0.0 97.8 98.3 99.1 98.51
I

tHOHROE 258 255 1.2 100.0 100.0100.0 100.0 100.0ANTVILLE 243 223 8.2 99.6 99.1 99.6x::

NEWARITAIN 515 419 18.6 95.0 95.0

1004 .0

98.
100.0 97.0

UGATUCK 335 319 4.8 97.8 98.1 1Z
iMEWCANAAN 219 216 1.4 99.1 99.54NEWIFAIRFIELD
HEIONAVEN 1121

208
1026
204

8.5
1.9

Q5.1
98.5

93.7
99.0

100.0
99.0
97.4

99.0:4
kNEWINGTON 297 288 3.0 100.0:MEW LONDON 196 162 17.3

100.0
99.4

100.0 TT
DITOWN
DO:MILFORD

272
310 288

263
7.1
3.3

100.0
99.3
98.1 98.5

99.0
100.0
99.7

99:2i2
Z'

NORTH BRANFORD
,

153 149 2.6 100.0 98.0 99.3 98.7'NORTH -CANAAN 42 38 9.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.11iNORTH HAVEN 219 212 3.2 98.1

AN:V;SAYBROOK 106 105 0.9

H''i
97.Y,

4MRTWSTONINGTON 66 66 0.0 13:g 98.5
100.0

;NORWICH 383 366 4.4 96.7 95.9
1(91.141

100.0

NORHALK 685 663 3.2 97.0 96.4

100.0 100.0OXFORD 85 85 0.0
100.0

IOU 100.0 100.0:'11AINFIELD 182 165 9.3
100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0PLAINVILLE 182 180 1.1 98.3

100.0
98.3 98.9 98.3PLYMOUTH 172 163 5.2 98.8 98.8 99.4 99.4:41MMFRET 32 32 0.0 100.0 100.0PORTLAND 94 94 0.0 98.9 98.9

100.0 M
97.9

at
'PRESTON 60 60 0.0 100.0 100.011/TRAM 94 90 4.3

100.0
98.9

100.0
96.7 96.7 98.9=;',

100.0
REDDING 120 113 5.8 98.2 100.0 100.0g,,RIDGEFIELD 306 306 0.0 100.0 100.0 99.7 100.0;ROCKY HILL 126 0.8 100.0 100.0',SALEM

.127 100.0 100.044 42 4.5 97.6 100.0 100.0,?SALISBURY 25 21 16.0
100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0".::SEYMOUR 138 138 0.0 99.3

100.0
100.0 100.0 100.01SHARON 16 15 6.3 100.0 100.0 100.0SHELTON 342 314 8.2 96.8
100.0
95.9 99.7 99.0''MERMAN 21 21 0.0 100.0 100.0..f3IMSBURY 321 317 1.2

100.0
98.4

100.0
98.7 99.7 99.C..sSOMERS 0, 88 3.3 98.9 98.9 97.7.i'

100.0
;GOUTHINGTON 41, 470 1.1 100.0 INA 100.0;,SOUTH WINDSOR 249 249 0.0 99.6 99.6 99.6 100.0:iSPRAGUE 28 27 3.6 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0;(STAFFORD 120 112 6.7 99.1 99.1 100.0 99.1;iSTAMFORD 773 662 14.4 98.3 98.5 98.8(STERLING 31 31 0.0 100.0 96.8 igg:g 100.0,,STONINGTON 169 158 6.5 98.7 98.7 98.7 98.7),,-!,-.--

PARTICIPATION RATES FOR EIGHTH-GRADE STUDENTS BY DISTRICT
SCHOOL YEAR 1986-1987

TOTAL STUDENTS PERCENT OF STUDENT PERCENT OF ELIGIBLE STUDENTS TESTEDEIGHTH-PADi ELIGIBLE POP.EXEMPT
POPULATION FOR TESTING FROM TESTING MATHEMATICS LANGUAGE ARTS WRITING READING;'

"%
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2i':"L EIGHTH-GRADE ELIGIBLE POP EXEMPT
RITRICT POPULATION FOR TESTING FROM TESTING

PARTICIPATION RATES FOR EIGHTH-GRADE STUDENTS BY DISTRICT
SCHOOL YEAR 1986-1987

TOTAL STUDENTS PERCENT OF STUDENT PERCENT OF ELIGIBLE STUDENTS TESTED

%,-,:!..

STRATFORD
?SUFFIELD
INOMASTON
3MOMPSON
OVLEAND
AURINGTON
TRUMBULL
:UNION
?VERNON
.1WOLUNTONN
',WALLINGFORD
IMERBURY
MATERFORD
40TERTONN
41ESTBROOK
,IWESVHARTFORD
;WESTAAVEN
'WESTON
;WESTPORT
:WETHERSFIELD
NILLINGTON
OULTON
NINCHESTER
1WINDHAN
NINDSOR
OUNDSOR LOCKS
NOLCCTT
1WOODSTOCK
;REGION IV
'iliEG10N V
;REGION VI
REGION VII
REGION VIII

4RFGION
X

EGION XI
REGION XII
REGION XIII
,REGION XIV
%REGION XV
;REGION XVI
;REGION XVII

ilEGION XVIII

465 435 6.5
127 125 1.6
85 85 0.0
117 107 8.5
147 147 0.0
263 238 9.5
353 350 0.8

5 5 0.0
340 339 0.3
26 24 7.7

463 438 5.4
1003 952 5.1
206 199 3.4
226 208 8.0
58 52 10.3
575 563 2.3
438 373 14.8
141 141 0.0
285 265 7.0
222 216 2.7
65 63 3.1

212 212 0.0
131 126 3.8
236 214 9.:5

269 268 0.4
115 113 1.7
172 171 0.6
62 62 0.0
139 134 3.6
307 307 0.0
65 54 16.9
123 110 10.6
204 204 0.0
170 167 1.8
60 60 0.0
72 69 4.2
108 103 4.6
111 106 4.5
231 221 4.3
137 130 5.1
172 160 7.0
85 83 2.4

138

MATHEMATICS

99.3
99.2
98.8
99.1

100.0
98.3
99.7

100.0
97.6
91.7
98.9
89.9

LANGUAGE ARTS

99.5
100.0
97.6
99.1

100.0
97.1
99.7

100.0
98.2
91.7
98.6
89...;

WRITING

99.8
99.2
98.8
99.1

100.0
98.3

100.0
100.0
98.8
91.7
99.8
95.4

READING.r,
.,

99.8;
100:8t-
97:61
100.0
100-A0
98.74
100.0
100:0
98.8:!:,

91:7
99.3.
94X

99.5 99 J 99.5 100.0
98.6 96,$ 96.6 99:0,;,'

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0;;
99.1 99.3 100.0 99.1-;

93.8 92.5 99.5 15:7''

100.0 100.0 100.0 99.32i

98.9 98.9 100.0 98.9
99.5 98.6 99.5 99.5'1,

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.04
100.0 99.1 100.0 99.5
97.6 96.0 100.0 9Y.6;:i

89.7 90.2 94.4 92.1*,!

99.3 99.3 99.6 99.3::

100.0 100.0 100.0 100 0
98.3 98.2 99.4 98.84
98.4 100.0 100.0 100.04

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0'?
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.05
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0;
99.5 99.0 99.5 99.0;
99.4 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0Z
98.6 98.2 98.6 98.6'.

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0;
10n.0 100.0 100.0 100.W
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.e
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